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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, AUGUST 8, 1874. 
————_—>—— 
Tus Cuancery Funps Ruuus, which it was anticipated 


rpool. would be issued before the commencement of the Long 
Vacation, will, we believe, not come out before Christmas. 
ae The approval of the Treasury and the sanction of the 


Chancery judges must be first obtained; and we under- 
stand that the first of these requirements has not as yet 
been complied with. 





If WAS AUTHORITATIVELY announced, some days before 
the postponement of the coming into operation of the 
Judicature Act, that after the Long Vacation the Master 
ofthe Rolls and the three Vice-Chancellors would each 
devote a day in the week to sitting in Chambers. Since 
the postponement, however, this good intention has 
been quietly shelved. The reasons for carrying it 
out, however, are as good now as they were when the 
Act was expected to come into operation this year; and 
the profession will learn with regret that this apparently 
flight though really important measure of reform is for 
the present abandoned. 





Tug Rutes PREPARED in pursuance of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, were laid on the table of the House of Com- 
mons some days ago, and itis devoutly to be hoped 
that they will, without delay, be issued for the informa- 
tion of the profession and the public. For though these 
Rules have not received official sanction, and cannot do 
% until a further Act shall have been passed next session, 
and though they are, of course, liable to be altered and 

ed in matters of detail, it can hardly be doubted 
in all its main outlines, the procedure hereafter to 
prevail is embodied in the Rules as they now stand; 
aad no abstract or general account of their contents can 
aball take the place of genuine study of the Rules them- 
i The postponement of the operation of the Act, 
ver mischief it may occasion in other ways, may 
atleast be made useful in one way, by giving people 

: time to become acquainted with the Rules. 
importance of immediate publication is increased 
by the suggestion of the Lord Chancellor on Thursday 
lust that the Act might by the legislation of next ses- 
lon be brought into operation in May next, instead of, 
Wit at present stands, the 2nd November, 1875. The 
ce of this suggestion we much doubt, Not only 
at true, as has been pointed out by several speakers in 
louse of Commons, that a full and definite interval 
time should be given for learning the procedure, but 
ther, May is a very busy time in the law. A new 
started then would find a maximum number of 
at any rate at common law, half way through 
Course, and hence much confusion would arise; 
after the Long Vacation this would be the case 
comparatively slight extent. In our judgment, the 
of October is the best day on which a new system 

















Tue Pustic Worsnie Recuiation Br has at length 
become law, but its provisions have been in some 
material respects modified since we last noticed it. As 
we announced in our last issue, Mr. Disraeli, on Friday 
week, withdrew his proposal that the judge’s salary 
should be advanced out of the Consolidated Fund. This 
withdrawal was made under an impression that the 
archbishops had made arrangements with some eminent 
judge who was willing to discharge the duties without 
any remuneration beyond the pension he already 
possessed. The same day a proposal by Sir William 
Harcourt to restore the provision making the salary 
payable in the first instance out of the Common Fund 
of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, was rejected by a 
considerable majority. It was, however, subsequently 
explained that Lord Penzance, the judge whom the 
archbishops desired to appoint, was not willing to 
take the office except with a salary. Consequently the 
question how this salary is to be provided, whether by 
are-arrangement of ecclesiastical fees, as the archbishops 
now suggest, or otherwise, remains to be settled next year. 
We should have been sorry if, through Lord Penzance or 
any one else undertaking the office gratuitously, the 
opportunity of securing a proper salary for an ecclesi- 
astical judge had been allowed to slip away. 

One alteration of the Bill, of some little importance, 
“which Mr. Russell Gurney carried without a division, 
was the substitution in the clause as to “ alterations in 
or additions to the fabric, ornaments, or furniture of the 
church” of the words “ without lawful authority” for 
“forbidden by law.’ The substituted words seem to 
include not only things absolutely forbidden or unlawful, 
but also such as have been introduced without the 
faculty from the bishop required by the ecclesiastical 
law, though the judge will not be bound to condemn 
everything introduced without a faculty, if in itself not 
improper or undesirable. 

Mr. Holt’s amendment, giving an appeal to the arch- 
bishop when a bishop refuses to allow proceedings to be 
taken, has been the subject of warm discussion in both 
Houses. On Friday week Mr. Gladstone, though sup- 
ported not only by Mr. Hardy but by Mr. Cross, failed 
to persuade the majority of the House of Commons to 
give up the appeal. But when the bill went back to 
the Lords, the Marquis of Salisbury and Lord Hatherley, 
as well as several of the bishops, spoke strongly against 
it, and it was thrown out by a majority of 44 to 32. 
The House of Commons had then practically to choose 
between giving up their amendment and dropping the 
bill. The debates on this point travelled into a variety 
of topics of ecclesiastical and legal learning with reference 
to the relative positions of bishopsandarchbishops. These 
were allirrelevant to the real question atissue. The pro- 
tecting clergymen against proceedings for enforcing the 
law is quite anew thing, the Church Discipline Act of 
1844, being, we believe, the first precedent; and, there- 
fore, the question whether the bishop’s consent should be 
absolutely indispensable to any proceedings being taken, 
or whether it should be sufficient to obtain the arch- 
bishop’s consent, if the bishop refused his, was merely 
one of expediency. In our opinion the latter provision 
would have been preferable; but its rejection is not of 
any great practical importance, because, as Colonel 
Barttelot and Mr. Henley pointed out, if the bishops do 
not see that the law is fairly carried out, the bill may be 
amended hereafter. 





Ir nas LonG been the settled rule in the superior courts 
(and we had thoughtit wasa fundamental rule of justice as 
understood in England) that no man is to be treated as 
discredited by reason of his professing any particular 
form of religion or belonging to any particular class or 
race. Butif an incident the account of which is given 
in two Jewish newspapers is correctly reported, it would 
seem that this wholesome practice has not yet established 
itself in the county-eourts; theugh (if the fact be so) we 








Could be brought into operation. 
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learn it with surprise, because these courts are usually 
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presided over by gentlemen who have had at least some 
opportunity of learning by practical experience the course 
pursued in the superior courts. The statement is to the 
effect that a defendant being sued in the Norwich county 
court for a small amount, alleged that the plaintiff (a 
Jew) had promised to take back a watch which he had 
sold him, and that if this promise had been kept there 
would have been nothing between them but a few shillings, 
which he had paid into court. The learned judge (with 
a correct view of the law) is reported to have told the 
defendant “ that he would presume what the defendant 
had stated to be true, but at the most, it was only 
a lie on the part of the'plaintiff, and surely that 
in a member of the tribe of Israel did not 
cause Mr. Fox (the defendant) any surprise ;’’ and ulti- 

mately judgment was given for the plaintiff for the 
sums claimed, without costs, the learned judge remark- 

ing “ihat he always thought a Fox could beat a Jew, 

but in this case the Jew beat the Fox.’ It does not 
appear that the plaintiff offered any denial; perhaps, 

therefore, we may assume that he was not prepared to 

contradict the defendant’s statement. But suppose he had 

been prepared to contradict it, what then? We cannot 

doubt that what he said would have been received and 

weighed impartially ; but if in fact he had not been be- 

lieved, would ithave been easy to free the decision as to his 

credibility from the suspicion of bias? Andifhe had not 

been believed, and yet were in the right (for even county 

court judges are not infallible), could he have been blamed 

if he kad connected the judge’s decision with the judge’s 

words, and concluded that his evidence was treated as 

false because he was a Jew? We can imagine few 

things more fitted to create distrust in the impartiality 

of courts or to bring the administration of justice into 

discredit and contempt than such rash and foolish utter- 

ances. 


WE noricep about this time last year (17 S. J. 743), 
a movement which was then set on foot by a large 
number of solicitors for the purpose of presenting a 
testimonial to Mr. T. W. Braithwaite, of the Record 
and Writ Clerks’ Office. The testimonial, which 
ultimately took the form of a cheque for 350 guineas and 
a handsomely bound book containing a list of the sub- 
scribers, was presented on Thursday last at the Law 
Institution, Chancery-lane. Mr. Cookson presided at 
the ceremony, and Mr. Braithwaite, in responding to 
his address and acknowledging the testimonial, said that 
it had been the object of his official life to deserve well 
of the profcxsion with which he had been associated, and 
that he had not been unsuccessful he felt sure from the 
repeated expressions of approval which he had received. 
He had always received much encouragement to persevere 
in Lis work, «nd the letters which he had received from 
Lord Romilly were couched in terms of high commenda- 
tion. It was a source of great pleasure to him to have 
deserved the respect of so many of the profession, and to 
have contributed to some of its wants in matters of 
practice. 

The bound list of subscribers contained the following 
illuminated inscription:—“ At a meeting of London 
solicitors, held at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society of the United Kingdom on the 20th day of July, 
1874, it was resolved that this book, with 350 guineas, 
be presented to Thomas Wolfe Braithwaite, who for 
more than thirty years has discharged with eminent 
efficiency, fidelity, and zeal, and with never-failing 
courtesy and kindness, important services in the office 
of Clerk of Records and Writs of the High Court of 
Chancery, in testimony of their sincere regard and 
esteem for one to whose intelligent and useful publica- 
tions they have been much indebted for instruction and 
guidance in the discharge of their professional duties.” 
Lhis inscription in no way exaggerates Mr. Braithwaite’s 
great merits, and we heartily congratulate him on this 
honourable and public recognition of them, 





——— 
—= 


CODIFICATION AND THE REPORT ON THE 
HOMICIDE BILL. 


In our issue this week will be found the report of 
the Select Committee of the House of Commons On the 
Homicide Law Amendment Bill. This report 
in a very striking manner the difficulties in which th 
subject of codification is involved. The Committee hare 
come to the conclusion that it would not be well to make 
the first experiment of codification upon a subject of 
awful a character as that involving the consideration of 
the circumstances under which the life of a felloy 
creature shall be forfeited. It may at first sight seem 
reasonable enough in trying an experiment to make } 
on a subject of comparatively little moment, but th 
reasons given in the report, if carefully considered, gog 
good deal further than the old rule of fiat experimentum 
in corpore vili, and indicate the weak points in 
scheme of codification, whether applied to the law of 
murder or other branches of the law. 

The chief reasons given why the law of homicide should 
not be selected for the purpose of codification are these: 
first because that law deals with the loose and careleg 
expressions of ordinary social life ; and secondly becaus 
in truth the law before being codified greatly needs alten. 
tion and improvement. Itis suggested that it would bs 
better to take some branch of law of a technical character, 
the terms of which have a more rigidly defined meaning, 
and which is consequently more capable of being throw 
into the form of detinitions and propositions. The report 
seems to treat these reasons as being applicable only 
against the codification of the particular branch of lay 
referred to the Committee, and it does not go very fa 
into the question, to what extent codification is possible 
or expedient with regard to the law in general. In fast, 
however, the reasons given in the report, though no doubt 
applicable to the law of homicide, are also applicable ina 
greater or less degree to all branches of our law. In the 
first place it may be noted with respect to the objection de 
rived from the fact that the law of murder deals with loow 
untechnical terms and ideas, that it is left uncertain by 
the report whether the Committee considered this fact 
fatal to the proposition for codifying that branch of the 
law in the first instance, or to codifying it at any 
time. It may be urged that it is reasonable to begin by 
codifying those branches which present the greatest 
facilities for the operation, and afterwards to proceed 
those which are more difficult. But the doubt thi 
naturally suggests itself is whether the inherent difficulty 
of codifying the latter branches of law will be at all 
diminished by codifying the former in the first instance, 
Reducing to a set of definite propositions those branches 
of law in respect of which accurate technical ideas and 
expressions already exist will not per se tend to rendet 
men’s ideas accurate and technical in relation to another 
branch of law with regard to which accurate and 
technical ideas and expressions do not exist. If the law 
of homicide is in its nature uncodifiable because it deals 
with the loose untechnical ideas and terms of ordinary 
life, the same difficulty must apply to a multitude df 
other subjects of a similar character, such as the relation 
of husband and wife, parent and child, master and 





servant. The ideas and terms connected with 


these relations are, like language itself, perpetually 
shifting and growing. If these subjects are to be com 
sidered uncodifiable, and a code is only to apply to the 
more technical branches of law, such as the law ot 


easements and bills of exchange, a large portion of the 


stock arguments and notions upon which the advocates 
of a code base themselves, fall to the ground. One of 
the most popular notions with regard to the expediency 
of a code is that ordinary rights and duties ought to be 
somewhere expressed in a definite written form; sl# 
this idea, more or less veiled or modified, has been the 
basis of a great deal that has been said and written 
the advocates for codification in popular articles 
lectures on the subject. 
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The second objection raised by the report of the Com- 
to the codification of the law of murder also 
sts a difficulty which applies to a very large pro- 
portion of our law, more particularly, no doubt, to that 
‘hich concerns ordinary life. It is said that the law of 
murder is not in a satisfactory state that the original 
definition of the crime as being homicide with 
malice aforethought was too narrow, and has been ex- 
panded by judicial subtlety so as to meet the exigencies 
of life, and that people are now hanged under a legal 
fiction. Consequently, any attempt to codify would in- 
-golve so much alteration and re-casting of the law that 
it would amount not to expressing the law as it exists, 
put to substantive legislation on the subject. This, the 
-gmmittee think, ought only to be done by Parliament 
4n the usual way. It is plain that the same difficulty 
‘would beset the codification of a very large part of the 
Jaw. The exact rights and liabilities connected with 
the relations of ordinary life, such as those of husband 
and wife and parent and child, are not by any means 
dleatly defined by our law. There would be great diffi- 
gulty in codifying the law on those subjects without 
either leaving great gaps in the code—a proceeding 
qwhich would involve an absurdity—or legislating on 
topics as to which the law is not now definitely estab- 
lished. It is obvious from the report that the popular 


mind is not at all prepared to hand over the reconstruc- - 


tion of the laws on subjects that “come home to men’s 
business and bosoms’’ in the every-day intercourse of 
social life, to philosophical jurists and law reformers, 
however able and trustworthy. 

' The question, however, remains, and is suggested by 
the report, whether, among those branches of the law 
which the Committee describe as already reduced to a 
more or less precise and accurate form, there are not 
some of sufficient importance and magnitude to make it 
worth while to embody them (as has been done in 
Germany), in separate and distinct codes: and whether, 
if we could free ourselves from the supposed necessity of 
<odifying all or none, we might not usefully apply our- 
selves to this less ambitious but more practical under- 
taking. 





THE IRISH JUDICATURE BILL. 


The postponement of this Bill for a year has raised 
the hopes of the enemies of retrenchment in both 
branches of the profession in Ireland, as well as of all 
those whose “simple creed,” to use Lord Justice Chris- 
“tian’s words, is that “‘as much public money as possible 
should be spent in Dublin.” Already we see in various 
4Jocal newspapers speculations as to the new judge of the 
Landed Estates Court, and expressions of triumph at the 
dailure of “the docking scheme.” We trust that these 
expectations are doomed to disappointment. We cannot 
believe that it would be really acceptable to the good 
Sense of the body of the profession, in either branch, 
whatever a few noisy people may say in the daily papers, 
that an admitted abuse should be continued for an 
avowedly political end. Even the deputation which was 
sent from the Irish Bar to the Lord Chancellor in the 
Spring of this year were obliged to confess that, compar- 
dng the amount of work to be done in lreland and Eng- 
land, and the judicial force in the two countries, the pro- 
posed reduction in the Irish Bench was only too mode- 

‘tate. If we are rightly informed the only argument ever 
‘attempted to be used was one to which it was impossible 
that Lord Cairns could pay any attention—viz., that the 
Teduction, coming now, after so many places had been 
filed up by the late Government, would interfere with 
the allotment to the Conservatives of their due share of 


It is said, however, and with some force, that though 
this may be true of the Irish bench, taken as a whole, it 
does not apply to the judgeship at present vacant, 

the Landed Estates Court is just the one court 
in the country which is fully supplied with work. It is 
unfortunate for this argument that Judge Flanagan 








should have thought fit to certify that there was not more 
work in the court than he and his officers were well able to 
perform, and that Lord Cairns should have referred to 
this certificate in his place in the House of Lords. 
After this it is impossible to see how the post can be 
filled up without a direct “snub” to the Lord Chancellor. 
Tnat “ patronage,” and not need, is at the bottom of the 
demand is manifest from the contemptuous rejection in 
one of the most clamourous quarters of the suggestion 
that the difficulty might be met by the promotion to 
this office of one of the Bankruptcy judges. It is 
true that in Ireland the Bankruptcy judges really 
do all the work themselves, and that neither 
creditors nor bankrupts would be at all satisfied at 
being handed over to any “delegate,” but it is 
unquestionable that one judge would be fully able to get 
through all there is to do without delegation, if only 
it were understood that six days is a usual week’s work 
in busy time. We have been informed, on the autho- 
rity of one of these judges himself, that taking six hours 
as a day’s work (ten a.m. till four p.m.), and sitting six 
days a-week, he could easily get through a year’s work 
in three months. But the advancement of one of 
these gentlemen, though an undeniably good appoint- 
ment in itself, would not lead to “ promotion’’ in the 
party generally, and therefore it is denounced just as 
strongly as the idea of leaving the post vacant. It is 
rumoured, indeed, in a sort of under-current, that it is 
absolutely essential to use this judgeship as a means of 
extricating the lrish administration from a difficulty 
caused by want of providence in one of the lesser appoint- 
ments: we hope, however, that this is without foundation. 
The Attorney-General recently informed the House of 
Commons that the appointments to Irish judgeships were 
made by the Cabinet, and we should be slow to believe 
that, under these circumstances, there can be any ground 
for apprehending the perpetration of a barefaced job. 
Further, it must not be forgotten that the promised 
legislation of next year must provide for a decrease of 
the Irish judicial force certainly not less than that pro- 
posed this year; and such a provision would come with 
singularly bad grace from a Government which had 
gone out of its way to postpone its operation by them- 
selves filling up a post which they had officially declared 
to be unnecessary. 

If in the face of these considerations a twenty-second 
judge shouid, prior to the next meeting of Parliament, be 
appointed to the Irish bench, it will be a signal instance 
of that which the wisest and most patriotic of her sons 
have long recognised as the bane of Ireland : the prepon- 
derance of political expediency, in its lowest form, over 
all considerations of utility and consistency. 

Assuming, however, as we do assume, that the 
firmness and good sense of the Government will be suffi- 
cient to keep them clear of so grave a mistake, it may be 
worth while briefly to consider in what respects the pro- 
posals this year submitted to Parliament for remodelling 
the Irish bench are susceptible of improvement. 

In the first place, we are inclined to agree with Lord 
Justice Christian; supported as he is by the weight of 
Irish opinion, not in Dublin only, but in the counties ; 
that the number of twelve circuit-going judges ought 
not to be diminished. But we fail to see any 
reason for holding that these twelve judges should 
be arranged in three Common Law Divisions of 
the High Court. It will not be forgotton that 
the separation, which the position of the courts and 
the nature and amount of the business to be transacted 
has created in this country between equity and common 
law practice, prevails but to a very limited extent in 
Ireland, and that an equity judge there is just as likely 
to have had a large experience at Nisi Prius as either of 
the Chief Justices.* There would therefore be neither 


ent Ma leading 
circuit practice; and the only one of the present judges who 
could be called an exclusively Equity counsel is Deron Fitz- 
gerald, a Common Law judge. 





* In fact, the present Master of the Rolls had a 
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incongruity nor inconvenience in requiring all future 
judges of the Chancery Division to take their share of 
the circuit work; and such judges would maintain the 
dignity, and display the majesty, of English law in the 
Trish counties just as effectually as if they were justices 
of either bench, or barons of the Exchequer. Twelve 
judges would, however, be too few to despatch all the 
Irish business ; not that it bears to the English anything 
like the proportion of 12 to 21, but that, with so many 
different functions to perform, there would not thus 
be scope for sufficient sub-division of labour. A divi- 
sion of four judges is too weak to sit as a Divisional 
court, and at the same time detach judges to try causes 
and take chamber work. But two divisions would be 
ample to keep down all the common law business in 
Dublin, and by consolidating the divisions into three 
(one equity and two common law) a number of useless 
officials might be dispensed with, not only without detri- 
ment to the efficacy of the courts, but even with an in- 
crease of judicial power. By arranging in three divisions 
of five judges each the fifteen judges, which we think 
would prove sufficient for the requirements of Ireland, 
much wasteful multiplicity of officers would be avoided, 
without any sacrifice of judicial efficiency. This plan 
would have the further advantage of grouping cognate 
subjects in the same divisions, instead of giving a ‘‘ fan- 
tastic annexe” to two out of the three Common Law 
Divisions, as proposed by the Bill of this session, as 
amended. And it could be carried into effect at once, 
and without any interval of “transitionalism,” such as 
was contemplated by that Bill. 
For this purpose it would be necessary to enact— 
First. The Chancery Division shall in the first 
instance consist of 

1. The Master of the Rolls ; 

2. The Vice-Chancellor ; 

3. The Landed Estates Judge; 

4. The Judge of Probate; 

5. The Judge of Admiralty ; 


: } The Judges of Bankruptcy ; 


but such judges shall be reduced to five in manner 
hereinafter mentioned. 

Secondly. The Queen’s Bench Division shall in the 
first instance consist of 


1. The Lord Chief Justice of Ireland; 
2. The Lord Chief Baron; 


r: The three puisne Judges of the Queen’s Bench 


5 and such one of the Barons as the Lord 
6. Chancellor may appoint; 


but such judges are to be reduced to five in manner 
hereinafter mentioned. 

Thirdly. The Common Pleas Division shall in the 
first instance consist of the remaining six judges, to be 
similarly reduced to five as before. 

Fourthly. Every judge hereafter to be appointed 
to any division is to be liable to go circuit in his turn. 
(This will leave, when all completed, three spare judges 
at every assize.) 

Fifthly. Every judge (existing and future) in the 
Chancery Division is to have ail the statutory powers 
of a Landed Estates Court judge.” 

Sixthly. No future vacancy in the office of Judge 
of Admiralty or Bankruptcy is to be filled up; but 
the functions of those judges are to be discharged by 
all the judges of the division as they may arrange. 

Seventhly. Any future vacancy in any other judge- 
ship, not a Chief Justiceship, is to be offered to the 
judges of Bankruptcy if then existing. If either of 
them accept it, he is thereby to become a judge “ ap- 
pointed after the passing of the Act.” 

Eighthly. The first vacancy‘in either of the Chief 





* In the interval the ee Sens (if real) might be 


temporarily met by giving a appointment as Landed 
Estates Judge to one of the other juages named for this division. 


Justiceships is to be filled up by the appointment , 

the Lord Chief Baron to the post. 

Ninthly. No vacancy other than of a Chief Jy. 
ticeship is to be filled up in either of the Comma 
Law Divisions (except by the appointment of m 
existing Bankruptcy judge) unless the effect of ag 
doing so would be to reduce the number of judgesiy 
the division to four. Provided that if at any time ty 
number of judges liable to go circuit would, if guq 
vacancy were not filled up, be reduced to eleven, th 
such vacancy may be filled up notwithstanding thy 
the number of judges in the division is thereby ggg, 
tinued at six. 

Lastly. Any existing judge, other than the Mastg 
of the Rolls or a Chief Justice, may be trans. 
ferred from any one division to any other divisign 
provided that no existing judge shall by reagm 
only of any such transfer be rendered liable to go gi. 
cuit. 

These provisions would, we think, effect the propose) 
reduction (which is certainly not excessive) without any 
practical interference with the existing machinery, and 
would moreover relieve the pressure in the Landej 
Estates Court (if it exists), without saddling the Consol. 
dated Fund with any permanent additional burden,* 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


ed 


COMMON LAW. 
Brits or Lapinec Act—Foreien Brit or Laprne, 


Blanchet v. Powell's Liantivit Colliery Company, Ex 
22 W. R. 490, L. R. 9 Ex. 74. 


The effect of this case is not unlikely to be mistaken, 
but when rightly understood we must add that iti 
very small. The master sued for freight ; the defendant, 
the indorsee of the bill of lading, alleging that only pat 
of the goods in the bill of lading had been carried, paid 
into court a proportional part of the freight. If th 
freight had been a rateable freight he would clearly haw 
been right (without any assistance from the Billso 
Lading Act) ; the plaintiff could only have recovered for 
what he had actually carried and delivered. But th 
freight was in fact a lump freight, and that being so the 
defendant’s position, whether with the Bills of Lading 
Act or without, was most illogical. A lump f 
cannot be rateably apportioned (Robinson v. Knig 
21 W. R. 683, L. R.8 C. P. 465; Merchants Shippi 
Company v. Armitage, 22 W. R. 11, L. R. 9 Q. B. 

If the warranty contained in the bill of lading (for that 
is the effect given to its statements under certain circum. 
stances by the Act) was a condition precedent to the 
recovery of the freight, then no freight at all was due, 
and the defendant ought to have paid in nothing. The 
result would be absurd, because in that case the want 
of a single ton would deprive the plaintiff of his whole 
freight; but this is the only logical inference from the 
assumed premises. If, on the other hand, it was nota 
condition precedent, but only gave a right of action 
in respect of the non-delivery of the goods stated 
in the bill of lading, then the breach was clearly 
no answer to the action. 
pleaded on a set-off; but to plead as an answer to 
much of the freight as was assumed to belong to the 
missing goodsthe non-delivery of those goods, which would 
give rise to a claim for damages measured on a to 
different footing, was manifestly absurd. But, alti 

the defendant had made his position as untenable as it 
was possible to make it, it must we think be taken to be 
the effect of the judgment of Bramwell, B., that the 
breach of the warranty contained in the bill of lading 





* This notice does not pretend to be exhaustivecf the quel 
the space at our command would not admit of that; but it poimts 
out with, we think, sufficient precision the principle upon which 





the readjustment of judges ought to take place. The working 
details may require amplification or modification. 





It could not even have been 
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a 
yould be in no case an answer to an action for freight. 
And in support of this view we may add the further con- 
gderation, that to allow it to be an answer would pro- 
duce the absurdity that the holder of the bill of lading 
would be entitled, not only to refuse freight, but in addi- 
tion to claim damages for non-delivery of the goods, 

There were other replications, raising the point that 
the bill of lading was made by a French captain in a 
French port, and that by French law the non-delivery 
of part would be no answer to a claim for freight; and 
these replications were held good. We need add no remark 
on this part of the case, except that we doubt the accu- 
racy of the statement of French law (which, however, of 
course does not affect the correctness of the judgment). 
We believe that in fact, according to French law, the bill 
of lading not being drawn with the words ainsi dits, the 
defendant would have been entitled to set off against the 
daim of freight the value of the missing cargo. 
Whether he could have availed himself of the right in 
an English court (this being matter in part of proce- 
dure) is not so clear; but the defendant seems to have 
thrown away the only chance open to him. 



























Lire Poricy—Unrrve DecLARATION. 
Macdonald v. Law Union Insurance Company, Q.B., 
22 W. R. 530, L. R. 9 Q. B. 328. 

This decision seems to have given some surprise. Yet: 
any lawyer reading the policy would have been very 
much surprised if the decision had been the other way. 
The condition was express that “if the declaration in 
writing under the hand of the (plaintiff) . . . is not in 
every respect true, or if there has been any misrepresen- 
tation, concealment, or untrue statement in treating for 
the insurance . . . the insurance shall be void.’ The 
clause draws a clear distinction between the statements 
in the declaration and other statements made in treating 
forthe insurance. As to the first the statements are 
required to be “in every respect true’; as to the second 
there must be no “ misrepresentation, concealment, or 
untrue statement.” It might be very reasonably con- 
tended, and probably with success, that the words used 
with regard to the second imported fraud in the 

‘person making the statements; but as to the first 
it seems scarcely arguable that the words meant 
anything less than that the statements must be 
in themselves true. The express condition avoiding 
the policy distinguished the case entirely from 
Wheelton v. Hardisty (6 W. R. 539, 8 E. & B. 232), the 
decision in which has not passed without question, but 
Which (whether right or wrong) was itself the cause of 
such conditions as those in question being usually in- 
serted in life policies. 


































NOTES. 


HOME. 


Lord Romilly having now clearly committed himself to 
follow Lord Cairns’s views on novation in preference to 
those of his predecessor in the European Arbitration, 
applications were made on Monday last by shareholders 
in the British Provident Society, and in the Industrial and 
General Life Assurance, &c., Company, that calls made 
Upon them might be stayed. The ground of the applica- 
tions was that the policyholders whose claims remain 
Undetermined will most likely be thrown entirely on the 

Society, and consequently there will not be 

such a necessity for such large calls on the absorbed 

, COmpanies as was contemplated when thosecalls were made. 
The arbitrator granted the application, and at the same 

time expressed himself in a manner which can only be 

Understood as intimating that the cases on novation, de- 

sided by Lord Westbury, might be re-heard. This is 

certainly a strange state of things, and we cannot help 

joining in the wish that has been expressed that the liqui- 

‘dation may be speedily completed and the final award 
signed. It has been well said that until this is done the 












attorneys. 





Position of the parties interested in the award will be 





dependent on the life and health of a single individual, for 
at any time a new arbitrator may arise who may disapprove 
the acts of his predecessors and upset much of what has 
been done by them, 





Vice-Chancellor Hall has explained that, in his remarks 
(noted ante, p. 737) on the presentation of winding-up 


petitions during the long vacation, what he then intended 
to say was that only petitions of an urgent nature would 
be attended to in the long vacation, and that the costs of 
an application to the vacation judge might have to be 


borne by the party making it. 





In the Exeter reredos case the Dean of Arches, on 
Thursday last, reversed the decision of the Bishop of 
Exeter ordering the removal of the reredos with the figures 
thereon, and directing a stone screen inscribed with the 
ten commandments, which had been removed, to be re- 
placed. The learned Dean was of opinion that the Bishop, 
acting alone, had not the power to order the removal of 
the reredos any more than he had the power, acting alone, 
to prevent the Dean and Chapter putting it up. He was 
also of opinion that the absence of an episcopal faculty 
did not make the erection of the reredos illegal. As to 
the images on the reredos he did not think them illegal, 
and with respect to the stone screen it had been already 
arranged that it should be replaced. The appellants did 
not press for costs. No notice of an appeal to the Privy 
Council was given. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—With reference to your report last week of the 
annual meeting of the Incorporated Law Society, I wish to 
explain what appears (see ante, p. 744) to be a somewhat 
irrelevant statement made by me. What I said was, that 
I had the pleasure of being a member of Clifford’s Inn, 
and that every time I attended I regretted that such lnns 
were not universal in the profession. My remarks were 
intended to be in support of tae observations of Mr. Bolton 
and other members, whom I understood as advocating the 
re-admission of attorneys into Gray’s Inn and the other 
Inns of Court. Barristers belong to Inns of Chancery, with 
It seems to me a matter for regret that 
attorneys should have lost the privilege they once 
possessed of being full members of the Inns of Court. 
They clearly did not value this privilege much or they 
never would have allowed it to be taken from them. 

RALPH THOMAS. 

11, Salisbury-street, W.C., August 5. 

[Mr. Thomas’s remarks were certainly somewhat con- 
densed in our report, but we, and no doubt our readers 
also, saw that the statement referred to was not at all 
irrelevant to the subjects discussed by previous speakers. 
Ep. 8.J.] 


APPOINTMENTS. 











Mr. Tuomas Irwin Barstow, of the Northern Circuit, 
has been appointed a magistrate at Clerkenwell Police- 
court, in the place of Mr. John Henry Barker, who lately 
resigned on account of ill health. Mr. Barstow was called 
to the bar at the Inner‘Temple in 1845. 

Mr. Grorer Dixon, of John-street, Bedford-row, has 
been appointed a London Commissioner to administer oaths 
in the High Court of Chancery. 

Mr. W. Carter, of Leadenhall-street, has been appointed 
a London Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 








The Lords Justices rose on Wednesday for the Long 
Vacation, leaving no arrears behind them in any of the 
branches of their court. 

Mr. Weightman, whose trial and conviction for stealing 
books from the Inner Temple Library will be fresh in the 
recollection of our readers, has been disbarred. 
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COURTS. * 


THE EUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
ARBITRATION.* 


(Before Lord Romttuy.) 


May 14; June 15,18; July 8.—Re The Royal Naval, 
Military, and East India Life Assurance Company, 
Grain’s case, and Wilson's case, 

Re The Householder's Life Assurance Company, Glanfield's 

case. 

Re The India and London Life Assurance Company, Talbot's 

case, and Vivian's executrix's case. 

Life assurance company—Amalgamation of companies— 
Transfer of business and liabilities from one company to 
another—Endorsement on policy—Policyholder—Novation— 
Mortgagee of policy— Winding up. 

Where a transfer of business and liabilities from one life 
assurance company to another has taken place, it is not neces- 
sary, in order to establish a novation between a policyholder 
in the transferor company and the transferce company, that 
the parties should coneur and all join together to make a new 
contract. 

Lcrd Cairns’s decisions on novation in the Albert Arbitration 
followed, in preference to Lord Westbury’s in this Arbitration. 

On the transfer of business and liabilities from the I. to the 
E. Company, T., a policyholder in the I, Company, had his 
policy endoised by the E. Company to the effect that ‘*in con- 
sideration of the within-named assured agreeing to the 
transfer of the within policy, §c.,” the E. Company thereby 
agreed to perform the stipulations contained in the policy on 
behalf of the I. Company. T. subsequently paid his 
premiums to the E. Company. In the winding up of both 
companies 

It was held (dissenting from Lord Westbury's decision in 
Pratt’s case, ante p. 25) that a novation had been established, 
and that T. was not entitled to prove against the I. Com- 
pany for the value of his policy. : 

In Gl's, case, under the arrangements made for the transfer 
of business from the H. to the E, and I. Company, it was 
admitted that the E. and I. Company became merely guarantors 
of two policies held by Gl. in the H. Company. The E. 
and I, afterwards transferred its business to the B. N. Com- 
pany, and Gl, then had his policies endorsed to the effect that 
‘in consideration of the within-named assured having agreed 
to the transfer of the within policy, &c.,”’ the B. N. Company 
thereby agreed to perform the stipulations contained in the 
policy “in the stead of” the E. and I. Company. 

Lhe B. N. afterwards transferred its business to the E. 
Company. Gl. paid his premiums to each company in succes- 
sin. 

Held, that the B. N. had adopted the policies by the desire 
of Gl., and therefore that he was not entitled to prove in re- 
spect of them against the H. Company. 

But in the case of G. and W., two policyholders in the R. N. 
Company, which had transferred its business and liabilities 
to the E. Company, 

Ti was held (following the decision of Lord Westbury in 
Hort’s case, 17 S. J. 765, which was also the case of a policy- 
holder in the R. N. company) that no novation had been estab- 
lished, , 

Held also, in G.'s case, that a subsequent endorsement 
made on G.’s policy, by which he agreed to pay the E. Com- 
pany an extra premium for residence abroad, did not con. 
stitute a novation, 

And in W.’s case, that the executriz, by sending in 
her claim on W.’s death first to the E. Company, had not 
abandoned the original contract with the R. N. Company. 

A mortgagee of a policy is in no better position, with res- 
pect to novation, than the mortgagor. 


May 14,—Re The Royal Naval, Military, and East India Life 
Assurance Society; Grain’s case. 

In this case Colonel Grain had effected, in 1861, a policy 
on his own life, with the Royal Naval and Military Society 
for £400 with profits. 

In September, 1866, an amalgamation took place be- 
tween the Royal Naval Society and the European Assur- 
ance Society, and circulars were sent by each company, 
to the polieyholders of the Royal Naval, informing them 


* Reported by R. Taunton Raskes, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 








<<< 
of what had taken place. These circulars and the othe 
documents and facts relating to this amalgamation wij 
be found stated at length in Hort’s case, 17 8. J. 765, 
Colonel Grain received all the circulars, and paid his pre. 
miums to the European Society, down to the winding up of 
that society in 1872. No bonus had ever been declared by 
the European Society in respect of his policy. 
The following condition amongst others was endorgej 
upon the policy when it was first effected :— 


‘‘ Persons, whose lives are assured, may also reside jp 
any part of the Canadas, Nova Scotia, the Eastern Side of 
the Northern Seaboard States of the Western Hemispher 
to the northward of latitude 40°, St. Helena, Ascengj 
Madeira, the Canary Islands, South Africa without the 
Tropic, Australia south of the Tropic, Van Dieman’s Lang, 
New Zealand, or the Falkland Islands, without obtaining 
any special permission from the directors for that purpoge, 
and without paying any additional premiam beyond such 
additional premium for the risk of the voyage to or from 
any of those places as according to the society's existing 
rates for the time being shall be payable, or as a boardof 
directors shall specially determine in each particalar cage 
for such risk. But policies on the lives of persons assured 
will become void on their going into any part of the world 
not above authorised, or going to any of the above-me. 
tioned places out of Europe to reside there, or departing 
therefrom, or engaging in war, unless the insurance extend 
to such risk, or not extending thereto unlens the assurel 
take the earliest means of communicating every such going 
or departure, or engaging in war, to the directors undge 
such regulations as they may from time to time prescribe, 
and pay the additional premiums on account of the voyage 
or other increased risk according to the society’s existing 
rates for the time being, or as a board of directors shall 
specially determine for each particular case, such addi. 
tional premiums being in no case less thau for one whole 
year, unless the directors think proper to determine other. 
wise.” 

In September, 1867, Colonel Grain, desiring to reside 
for atime in Jamaica without prejudice to the assurang 
effected by him, applied to the European Society for per. 
mission, and the following memorandam was endorsed by 
them upon his policy :— 

“No, 243. Memorandum. 

In consideration of the additional annual premium of 

£16, payable on the 2nd day of September, in every year, 


‘ the within assured is allowed to proceed to, to regide in, 


and to return from Jamaica without prejudice to this 
assurance.” 


Both the European and the Royal Naval Societies wen 
ordered to be wound up in 1872, and in the winding » 
Colonel Grain claimed to be a creditor of the 
Naval Society for the value of his policy, but the joint 
official liquidator contended that the above endorsemmt 
was a new contract in writing with the European Society, 
and amounted to a novation by Colonel Grain of bis original 
contract. 

Higgins, Q.C. (Mt. Cookson with him), for the joiat 
official liquidator, admitted that Lord Westbury had had 
all the documents and facts relating to the amalgams 
tion of these societies before him, and had decided that 
in general they had not the effect of creating a novation; 
but he contended that the special endorsement on thii 
policy granting permission to go abroad at an enhanced 
premium took this case out of those decisions, and cited 
in support of that view Knox's case, 16S. J. 678, Allews 
case, 16 S. J. 657, and Glazebrook’s case, Reilly’s Albert 
Rep. p. 135. 

F. C. J. Millar, for Colonel Grain, relied entirely on the 
principles laid down by Lord Westbury in every case of 
novation which he had decided. 

Lorp Romit.yY,—I think there is no novation in this case 
It is governed in substance by Lord Westbury’s decisions, 

Solicitors for the joint official liquidator, Mercer § 
Mercer. 

Solicitors for Colonel Grain, Wood, Street, §¢ Hayter. 


May 14.— Wilson's case. 


This was also the case of a peeeiee seeking to prove 
against the Royal Naval and Military Society notwi 


ing the transfer of its business to the European Society, 
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took place under the circumstances stated'in Grain’s 
ge (supra), and, at length, in Hort’s case, 17S. J. 765. 

The policy was effected by Mr. A, Wilson on his own 
fie for £100 without profits, and on the amalgamation 

ing place Mr. Wilson received the circulars sent to the 
other shareholders, but never sent his policy to the European 
Society for endorsement, or took any steps in the matter, 
except that he paid the premiums as they became due to the 
furopean. He died on the 22nd April, 1871, and Mrs. 
Wilson, his widow and executrix, made a claim against the 
faropean Society in the following letter:— 

“@entlemen,—I have to announce the death of Mr. 
Andrew Wilson, whose life was assured in the European 
Assurance Society for £100; No. of policy 1598. He died 
m Saturday, the 22nd April, 1871, at 1, Rathgar-place, 
Plumstead Common-road, Plumstead, Kent. 

EvizABETH WILSON.” 

Qn the 16th May the European Society admitted the 
chim, and it would have been paid in due course but for the 
winding-up petition which was presented on the 10th June, 
1971. The winding-up order was made on the 12th 
January, 1872, and the claim was never paid. 

On the lst March, 1872, the Royal Naval Society was 
also ordered to be wound up, and on the 29th April, 1872, 
Mrs. Wilson sent in a claim for the first time against the 
Royal Naval Society. 

Higgins, Q.C. (IL. Cookson with him), for the joint official 
liquidator, contended that Mrs. Wilson, by electing on 
her husband’s death to claim against the European instead 
of against the Royal Naval, had done such an act as would 
bring her within the principle of Lord Westbary’s 
decisions, and must therefore be held to have entered 
into a new contract, with the European. In Budden’s case, 
168. J. 462, in the Albert Arbitrativa, this very question 
had been decided. : 

F.C. J. Millar, for Mrs. Wilson, was not called upon. 

Lord Romitty.—It you could }.int to any facts which 
looked as if she adopted the I) .ropean Society to the 
exclusion of the Royal Naval S.wiety, that would be a 
different thing. I ¢o not see uny abandonment of the 
Royal Naval. You ought to prove some act showing that. 

Solicitors for the joint official liquidator, Mercer & 
Mercer. 

Solicitor for Mrs. Wilson, G. Whale. 


Jane 15.—Re The Householder’s Life Assurance Company, 
Glanfield’s case. 


In this case Mr. Robert Glanfield had effected in 1852 two 
licies for £100 each upon his own life with. the Huuse- 
der’s Company. He paid the premiums upon these poli- 
ties down to September, 1858, when the Householder’s Com- 
panytransferred their businessto theEnglish and[rishChurch 
and University Assurance Society, and at the same time 
sent to their policyholders a circular anvouucing the fact, 
and forwarding a certificate of guarantee to be attached 
tothe policy. It was admitted that under this arrange- 
ment the English and Irish Church Society were mere 
guarantors. The English and Irish Church Society 
mbsequently transferred its business to the British 
Nation Association, and on that occasion the following 
endorsement was made upon each of Mr. Glanfield’s 
policies: —*'In consideration of the within-named as- 
sured having agreed to the transfer of the within-written 
Policy to the British Nation Life Assurance Asgocia- 
tion, aud to pay to the said aseociation all future premiums 
on the same policy as they become due, and to observe 
and perform all the stipulations contained in the said 
policy on the part of the said assured, the said association 
doth hereby agree to observe and perform all the stipula- 
tions contained in the same policy on the part of the 
Roglish and Irish Church and University Assurance 
Society, and in the stead of the said English and Irish 
Church and University Assurance Society.” And the 
endorsement further stated that the subscribed capital for 
the time being of the said association and other the funds 
and property of the said assdciation remaining, at the time 
of any claim made, undisposed of and inapplicable to prior 
claims in pursuance of the provisions of the deed or deeds 
of settlement of the said association should alone be liable 
to answer all claims. 
Mr. Glanfield afterwards paid his premiums to the British 
ation, and on two occasions reversionury bonuses were 
declared on his policies. Subsequently the British Nation 

















transferred its business to the European Society, and Mr. 
Glanfield then paid the premiums to the European. The 
English and Irish Society had been wound up, but the 
Householder's Company was still in existence, though it 
had ceased to carry on business after its amalgamation with 
the English and Irish. Mr. Glanfield had recently died, 
and his widow and executrix now asked for a declaration 
that there had been no novation by her husband of his 
original contract, and that she was entitled to prove against 
the Householder’s Company. 

The British Nation as well as the European had been 
ordered to be wound up. 

F.C. J. Millar, for Mrs. Glanfield, argued that Mr. Glan- 
field had always reserved his right against the Householder’s 
Company, and that he did not accept the British Nation or 
take any stepsin consequence of their taking over the English 
and Jrish Church Society, except that he paid his premiums 
tothem. The arrangement between the Householder’s Com- 
pany and the English andIrish Church Society being simply 
a guarantee arrangement, no subsequent novation of his 
contract with the English and Irish Church Society, as 
between that Society and the British Nation Association, 
could affect his original contract with the Honseholder’s 
Company. He cited Conquest’s case, 17S. J. 328, as being 
exactly in point, and Grain’s case (vide supra). 

Higgins, Q.C., for the joint official liquidator, sabmitted 
that there wasa plain unequivocal novation in writ ing 
contained in the endorsement made on the policies when 
the amalgamation took place with the British Nation. 
Kennedy's case, 15 S. J. 729, before Lord Cairns, was very 
important, as showing the proper construction of this 
endorsement. As to the cases before Lord Westbury they 
had here all the conditions laid down by him, and an agree- 
ment in writing of the most explicit kind. He also referred 
to Dale's case, 15 S. J. 886. 

M. Cookson, for Mr. A. P. Onslow, a shareholder in the 
Householder’s Company, was stopped by his Lordship. 

Millar, in reply, cited Hort's case, 17 S. J. 765. 

Lord Romitiy.—I think there is novation in this case. 
Lord Cairns’ judgment exactly applies in so many words 
to this particular case. The British Nation Association 
having adopted the policy, and having acted upon it by 
the desire of the person himself, as is set out at full length 
in the case, that binds all those who have acted upon it. 

Cookson asked that Mr. Omslow’s costs should be paid by 
the applicant, but 

Lord RomiLty said that he had at present no jurisdiction 
with regard to him, and that, if he appeared at all, it must 
be at his own expense. 

There was no order as to the costs upon the agreed 
case. 

Solicitors for the joint official liquidator, Mercer § Mercer. 

Solicitors for Mrs. Glanfield, Rooks, Kenrick, § Co. 


June 18.—Re the India and London Life Assurance Society, 
Talbot's case. 


The India and London Life Assurance Company was 
established in 1846 by a deed of settlement, and was com- 
pletely registered under the Act 7 & 8 Vict.c. 110. The 
capital of the company was £250.000, in 5,000 shares of £50 
each, of which £2 per share was paid up. 

In 1850 Mr George Talbot effected a policy on his own 
life with the India Company for £1,200 at an annual 
premium of £23 11s. 0d. 

In 1860 the India Company transferred its liabilities 
under existing policies to the European Assurance Society, 
by an agreement dated the 2Ist February, 1860, which 
contained, amongst others, the following provisions:— 

1. The said Society to take upon themselves in conformity 
with their deed of settlement, and to indemnify the said Com- 
pany from the liabilities of the said Company in respect ‘of 
sueh of the life policies mentioned in the annexed schedule 
as have been duly effected with the said Company and were 
in full force at twelve o'clock pm. of the 16th day of 
February, 1860, and on which claims have not arisen by 
death or otherwise prior to that period of time. 

2. Allrenewal premiums falling due in respect of policies 
set forth in thé said schedule after twelve o'clock p.m, of the 
16th day of February, 1860, shall be the property of and 
belong to the said Society, and all renewal premiums, which 
fall due before that time, shall belong to the said Company, 
although they may not have been received. 

8. The said Society is not to be liable to or affected by 
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any contract or agreement entered into by or on behalf of 
the said Company, with any board of directors, director, 
secretary, medical officer, clerk, inspector, agent, or other 
person of the said Company, nor to the rent of any offices 
or to any expenses whatever relating to the said Company 
or any person acting on their behalf. 

4, The said Society willissue their own policies in lien 
of or in exchange for such of the policies of the said Com- 
pany as come within the provisions of this agreement to 
all such of the policyholders as they can induce to accept 
the same, and such of the policyholders as may be unable 
to exchange their policies may have them endorsed by the 
said Society in conformity with their deed of settlement, 
relieving the said Company from all further liability under 
the same, which endorsement the said Society undertakes 
to make on such policies. The liabilities.on such policies 
asmay not be so exchanged orendorsed shall also fail on the 
said Society, as completely as if they had been soexchanged 
or endorsed, provided the amount payable in respect of the 
premiums on such policies shall from time to time have 
been duly paid to or accepted by the said Society. 

8. In consideration of the accrued liability under the 
policies and life annuities coming within the provisions of 
this agreement, undertaken by the said Society, and the 
indemnity agreed to be given by them to the said Company, 
the said Company undertakes to pay the sum of £14,600 
to the above Society.”’ ; 


On the 29th February, 1860, the following circulars were 
sent by the India Company and the European Society re- 
spectively to all policyholders in the former, and were 
received by Mr. Talbot :— 


“ India and London Life Assurance Company, 
2, Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, London, 
8.W., 29th February, 1860. 

Sir,—The directors of the India and London Life 
Assurance Company beg to state that they have entered 
into an arrangement to transfer the policies issued by them 
to the European Assurance Society. 

The existing annual revenue of that Society exceeds 
£120,000, its assets exceed a quarter of a million, the sub- 
scribed capital amounts to £250,000, and it bas a mest 
numerous, influential, and wealthy body of shareholders. Its 
business is also rapidly increasing, and the plan of the 
Society offers to the insured a greater probability of speedily 
reaping a bonus than smaller companies, the ratio of whose 
expenses to their income necessarily forms a considerable tax 
on their resources. 

The European Assurance Society is empowered by a 
special Act of Parliament, and is prepared to issue its own 
policies in exchange for those of this Company without 
altering or limiting any of the terms or conditions on which 
our policies have been issued. Those parties who may wish 
to have their existing policies simply endorsed so as not to 
disturb any legal instruments with which they may be 
incorporated may have them so endorsed, and in a manner 
which will fully secure the responsibility and guarantee of 
the European Society for the payment of all claims under 
the policies. 

For this purpose all communications should be addressed 
to W. Cleland, Esq., the manager of the European Assurance 
Society, who in conjunction with the board of directors is 
empowered to act in this matter. ¢ 

he directors of the India and London Life Assurance 
Company believe that in taking the present step they are 
decidedly promoting the interests of their policyholders, and 
they trust that the assured will view it in the same light, 
and see that the change is one undoubtedly for their 
advantage.—I am, Sir, your most obedient servant, 

JOHN J. JERDEIN, 
Chairman ot the India and London Life 
Assurance Company.” 


“The European Assurance Society (empowered 
by special Act of Parliament). Offices, 2, 
Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, London, S.W. 
February 29, 1860. 

Sir,—The annexed letter from the India and London 
Life Assurance Company will inform you of the fact of an 
agreement having been entered into for a transference of its 
policies to this Society. Enclosed is a prospectus and a list 
of shareholders, and you cannot fail to perceive that the 
proprietary body is exceedingly numerous, and includes a 


manufacturing and commercial districts of England of 
wealth, reputation, and influence, and to this cire Dice 
is, no doubt, in a great measure due the- success of te 
Society, ? 

The Society is empowered by special Act of Parliament 
and is the only life assurance and fidelity a 
society whose policies of guarantee are to be accepted by 
Government and its departments. The subscribed capital, 
£250,000. The eneated up capital exceeds £180,009, 
The revenue exceeds £120,000 per annum, and the aggey 
are upwards of a quarter of a million sterling. 

With these resources there can be no doubt of thead. 
vantages to be derived by the policyholders over those of 
many other companies. ‘These advantages are briefly byt 
clearly set fo th in the accompanying prospectus, 

The board of directors will give every facility te 
or endorsement of your policy, and it is hoped that by 
continuance of that prompt and honourable dealing which 
has throughout been characteristic of this Society, we 
succeed in securing your cordial co-operation in gel 
ing its prosperity and increasing its connections. 

The enclosed documents show the progress and position 
of the Society, but every additional information may beat 
once obtained on application to the manager.— We are, Sir, 
your obedient servant, Henry WIcKHAM WICKHAM, 

Chairman of the European Society, 
WiutiiaM CLELAND, Manager, 


On the 28th June, 1860, Mr. Talbot left his policy atthe 
European Society's office, and it was afterwards returned 
to him with the following endorsement printed upon it, 
and sealed with the Society’s seal :— 

“No. 156 
4 

“In consideration of the within-named George Talbot 
agreeing to the transfer of this policy to the European 
Assurance Society, to pay to that Society all the future 
premiums as they become due, and to observe and perform 
all the stipulations contained therein on his part, we on 
the part of the European Assurance Society do ae 
agree to observe and perform all the stipulations th 
contained on behalf of the India and London Life Assur. 
ance Company. It is also declared that the capital stock, 
or so much thereof as for the time being shall have been 
subscribed, and the other stocks, funds, securities, and 
property of the said Society, remaining, at the time of 
claim or demand made, unapplied and’ undisposed of 
inapplicable to prior claims and demands in pursuance of 
the trusts, powers, and authorities contained in the deed 
or deeds of settlement of the said Society, shall alone be 
liable to answer and make good all claims and demands 
upon the said Society under or by virtue or in respect of 
the within written policy, and all other policies, and that 
no director, proprietor, or member of the said Society, his 
heirs, executors, or administrators, shall by reason of any 
policy of assurance or instrament securing annuities, or of 
the whole of the policies of assurance and instruments 
securing annuities taken together, which any director 
has signed or may sign be in any wise, individually or 
personally liable or subject to any claims or demands 
against the said Society beyond the amount of the unpaid 
part of his particular share or shares in the said capital 
stock, or in such part of the said capital stock, as for the 
time being shall have been subscribed. 

Dated this 28th day of June, 1860. 
Joun HEpDGINS, 
Jno. Moss, 
Directors of the Earopean 
Assurance Society. 
W. Crevanp, Secretary. 

Examined H. W. 

Entered A. J. 

Printed receipts for renewal premiums issued from the 
chief office will alone be admitted as valid.” 

Mr. Talbot thenceforward paid the premiums due upon 
his policy to the European Society. ° 

On the 12th January, 1872, the European Society, and 
on the 20th April, 1872, the India Company, were ordered 
to be wound up by the Court of Chancery under the 
Companies Act, 1862. 

The question for the decision of the arbitrator was 
whether or not Mr. Talbot was entitled to prove for the 





very unusual number of gentlemen in the principal 


value of his policy against the India Company. 
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Waller, Q.C. (J. Beaumont with him), for Mr. Talbot, 
ded that this case was entirely covered by the 
decisions of Lord Westbury in this arbitration. Mr. 
falbot was not a party to, and was in no way bound by, 
the agreement between the India Company and the 
faropean Society, and the endorsement on his policy was 
jnno way a contract by him to substitute the liability of 
the latter for that of the former. In fact, the agreement 
of February, 1860, was simply an agreement between the 
¢wo companies, by which the India transferred its liabilities 
#o the European, but no transfer of assets took place. 
fhe India paid £14,600 to the European as purchase- 
money for the latter’s indemnity, but, of course, a large 
amount of assets still remained in the hands of the India 
Gompany. The circulars plainly stated to Mr. Talbot that 
the terms and conditions on which he held his policy 
gould not be altered, and on the faith of that statement 
and of the other inaccurate and incorrect representations 
gontained in these circulars, he sent in his policy to be 
@édorsed by the European Society, and accepted their 
tee in addition to his rights against the India Com- 
pany. The principles upon which Lord Westbury decided 
these novation cases are to be found in Coghlan's case, 
78. 3.127; Blundell’s case, 17 8. J. 87; Scotts case and 
Kelly's case, Hur. Arb. Minutes, pp. 382, 391 ; and Hor?'s 
ase,178. J. 765, Harman’s case, and Pratt's ease, ante p. 
2%; and your Lordship has up to the present time been 
disposed to follow the views taken by Lord Westbury. 
{lord Rominty.—I have changed my opinion very much 
since I have seen the effect produced by the results of 
Lord Westbury’s decisions.] In Grain’s case and Wilson’s 
case (vide supra) your Lordship did not see fit to deprive 
-the policyholder of the right to his original contract. 
Higgins, Q.C. (M. Cookson with him) for the joint official 
liquidator—Assuming that your Lordship is bound by 
lord Westbury’s decisions, even then none of those deci- 
sions touch this case. In Coghlan’s case there was no 


endorsement on the policy at all, and Mr. Coghlan con- 
tinuously protested against the transfer of his liability, In 
Blundell's case the circular was never received by the 
policyholder, and the whole thing was done behind his 


back. The others are all cases in the Royal Naval Society, 
and there the terms of the circulars were materially dif- 
ferent from these. Lord Westbury had them before him, 
and thought on the whole that they did not mean novation, 
and hence the question was not so seriously argued before 
Lordship in Wilson’s case and Grain’s case (vide supra), 
of which were cases in the Royal Naval. In Glan- 
fidi’s case (vide supra), where the arrangement was to 
“transfer the policies,” using almost the same words as 
here, your Lordship held there was a novation. 
Waller, Q.C., in reply.—We rely very much upon the fact 
‘that there was no transfer of the assets of the India Company, 
which Mr. Talbot had a distinct charge by the terms of 
his policy. [ Higgins, Q.C.—These words of the policy do not 
constitute any charge on the assets; it is so laid down in A/de- 
bert v. Leaf, 12 W. R. 462, 1H. & M.68l,and in Re The 
Professional Life Assurance Company, before your Lordship. 
Mr. Talbot must have some rights over the property an 
funds of the company, which they must have intended him 
in some way or another to resort to when they issued his 
icy. There was no amalgamation between the companies 
and no dissolution of the India Company. 
Judgment reserved. 


June 18.— Vivian's Executria’s case. 

In this case the Rev. A. L. Gordon had in 1850 effected a 
policy on his own life for £300 with the India Company, at 
4n annual premium of £6 0s. 6d. for the first three years, 
and £12 1s, 0d. for the remainder of his life. 

In 1852 Mr. Gordon mortgaged his policy to a Mr, 
Vivian, covenanting to pay the premiums as they became 
due, Mr. Vivian died in 1854, having by his will appointed 
his wife, C. Vivian, his executrix. 

_ In October, 1862, the European Society sent the follow- 
ing letter to Mr. Gordon :— 


“The European Assurance Society (em- 
powered by special Act of Parliament) 
Offices, 2, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, 
London, §.W., 28th October, 1862. 
Sir,—I shall esteem it a favour if you will cause the en- 
form to be attached to policy 679 on your life, issued 





by the late India and London Company. The paper, which 
is signed by two directors, admits the liability of this 
Society. 

The policy will in future be registered in our books 
under No. 29,463.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 


Wu. CLELAND. 
Rev. A. L. Gordon, Sydenham Hill.” 


The form referred to in this letter is as follows :— 
‘The European Assurance Society, Chief 
Office, 2, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, 
- London. 
European, No. 29,463. India and London, No. 679. 
Memorandum—lIt is hereby declared and agreed that 
the funds and property of the European Assurance Society 
of London, provided for in the deed of settlement of the 
said Society, shall be liable for the due payment of the 
sum of £300, assured by the within policy with the India 
and London Assurance Company of London, to the person 
or persons legally entitled to receive the same at the death 
of the within-named Abercromby Lockhart Gordon. 
Provided always that the future premiums payable in 
respect of the said policy be duly paid to the agent for the 
time being of the said European Assurance Society at the 
time and in the manner set forth in the said policy. 
In witness whereof we, two of the directors and the 
manager of the said European Assurance Society, have 


. hereunto set our hands this 16th day of October, 1862. 


Printed receipts for renewal premiums issued from the 
chief office will alone be admitted as valid. 
H. H. Harrison, 
THos. WINKWORTE, 
Directors of the European 
Assurance Society. 
W. CLEeLanp, Secretary.” 


In all other respects the facts in this case were the 
same as in Talbot's case, and a similar question was sub- 
mitted to the arbitrator. 

Jackson, Q.C. (Methold with him), for Mrs. Vivian.—The 
circulars were only sent to the mortgagor, and there is no 
suggestion that the mortgagee, who is the owner of the 
policy, knew anything about them or of the endorsement 
put upon the policy at the instance of the European 
Society. Then this endorsement identifies the policy by 
number as being the original India Company’s policy. The 
decisions have now come to this, that endorsement does 
not constitute novation, but the endorsement itself must 
be construed in the same way as any other instrument ; 
and if in the construction it amounts to a new contract 
cadit questio. Lord Cairns’ views on novation were stated 
in Kenuedy’s case, 15 S. J. 729, and Dule’s case, 15 8. J. 
886 ; but Conquest’s case, 17 S. J. 328, in this arbitration, 
brought out the difference between Lord Cairns’ views 
and those of Lord Westbury. And Scoét’s case, Eur, Arb. 
Minutes, p. 382, and Aort’s case, 17 S. J. 765, are so like 
the present that, if your Lordship should decide there is 
novation, you would, in fact, overrule Lord Westbury’s 
judgment. 

Higgins, Q.C. (M. Cookson with him), for the joint official 
liquidator. In Werninck’s case, 15 S. J. 767, it was 
decided that a mortgagee had no separate rights from 
the mortgagor whom he leaves to pay the premiums 
and keep up the policy. The memoranda endorsed on this 
policy and on Mr. Talbot's are substantially the same, and 
they must be construed with the circulars in each case. 


Judgment reserved. 


July 8.—Lord Romitiy delivered judgment in both 
Talbot's and Vivian's cases as follows:—Ta/lbot’s case is one 
of those of which so many have had to be decided in this 
arbitration—namely, on the subject of novation. The 
policy is an ordinary life policy, granted by the India and 
London Company on the 16th of April, 1846; it was 
transferred under an arrangement entered into in 1860 by 
the directors of the India and London Company with the 
European Society. On this occasion a circular, a copy ef 
which is set out in the case, was sent to Mr. Talbot. In 
June, 1860, Mr. Talbot left his policy at the office of the 
European, whence it was returned to him with an endorse- 
ment sealed and signed by two of the directors and the 
secretary of that Society. Mr. Talbot thenceforward paid 
thepremiums, due on the policy, to the European,and received 
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their receipt for the same. In 1872 the Society was wound 
up by an order of January of that year, made by the Vice- 
Chancellor Malins. Tke proof of Mr. Talbot against 
the European Society is admitted. The question Ihave to 
determine is whether since the year 1860, he is nota party to 
and bound by the agreement entered into in June of that 
year with the directors of the European Society. The 
decisions on this point are very numerous, and somewhat 
contradictory, and it is of some importance to review them 
generally, so as to afford for the future a fixed and regular 
course of decision. The principal decisions on this subject 
are Lord Westbury’s on theone hand, and Lord Cairns’s on the 
other. An examination of the decisions puts me in a consider- 
able difficulty, and I have endeavoured for a long time to 
discover some plan by which I might reconcile them all ; 
but I have found this impossible, and a more minute 
examination, which I have subsequently made upon them, 
only confirms me in the feeling of this impossibility. 
Having arrived at the conclusion that it is necessary that I 
should follow either Lord Cairns or Lord Westbury, I have 
also come to the conclusion that I must follow Lord Cairns. 
It certainly is with great regret and great diffide.ce that 
I dissent from Lord Westbury; but there is a case which 
was not cited to me, Pratt’s case, 18 S. J. 25,which I find 
totally impossible to separate from Talbot's case. If I found 
that Pratt’s case had been followed by Lord Westbury in 
several cases thoroughly argued before him, I should have 
been placed in a very great difficulty between the manifest 
Soe of uniformity of decision on the one hand, and the 
difficulty of reconciling all the cases, on the other. But this 
is not so. Pratt’s case was decided by Lord Westbury on 
the last day but one of his sitting ; he was notoriously unwell 
at that time, and I doubt whether he had present to his 
mind all the consequences of that decision, or how he could 
reconcile it with the views he had stated in some of his 
former decisions with respect to novation. I have been 
unable to reconcile it myself, and I have thought it my 
essential duty to look at these cases of Lord Westbury’s de 
novo, as if they had come before me for the first time. And 
Icannot bnt think that the acts done by Mr. Talbot con- 
stituted 2 distinct novation, and constituted a fresh contract 
with the European Society. If this view of mine unsettles 
decisions, I regret it very much. But I am afraid this is 
inevitable. 

In Talbot's case the endorsement says that, in considera. 
tion of the assured having agreed to the transfer of his 
policy to the European Society, that company had agreed to 
perform the stipulations of the policy on the part of the 
company by which it was issued. These words seem to me 
to amount, not to an addition, but to a substitution. The 
cases, which have come before the Court of Chancery, point 
in the same direction. The principal case as to an endorse- 
ment is Griffith's case, 19 W. R. 495, L. R. 6 Ch. 374; there 
are also Dale’s case,15 S. J. 886, and Hawtrey’s case, 16 
8. J. 713. The result is that the mass of judicial authority 
is too strong for me not to hold that there is a novation 
in Talbot's case. 

From the views I have expressed it follows that I adopt 
the same principle in Vivian's case. A point was raised in 
this latter case, that the mortgagee had some separate rights, 
and was in a better position than the mortgagor—but this 
— was decided by Lord Cairns in Werninck’s case, 158. J. 


Lord Westbury seems to have held in Blundell’s and 
Coghlan’s cases, and in one or two other cases, that the three 
parties must concur and all join together to make a fresh 
contract, in order to constitute novation. Now, I shall not 
hold that doctrine ; it is not doctrine that I think is to be 
found in the cases. 

Lord Westbury was apparently swayed by the hope of 
giving two fands to pay the creditor, but the result will be, 
as far as I can judge, that the creditor will in many instances 
be thrown on a fund where there are no assets at all to pay 
him. However that may be [ must look rather at what is 

ight in law, and not speculate on whether the consequences 
give a greater or smaller fund to the creditors. 

T must hold in these cases that there is a novation where 
it is a bond fide contract, as it is, in my opinion, here ; and I 
must hold that the claimants are not entitled to prove 
against the India and London Company. That is the con- 

uence which results from the view I have taken. 


——= 
several cases which he has expressly decided on this quo, 
tion of novation. 

Solicitors for the joint official liquidator, Mercer § 
Mercer. 

Solicitor for Mr. Talbot, V7. 4. Day. 

Solicitor for Mrs. Vivian, 7. D. Bolton. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


July 31.—Co/onial Clergy Bill.—On the motion of Long 
SELBornx, the Commons amendments in this Bill were con. 
sidered, and were agreed to with certain consequentig) 
amendments. ; 

In the Tramways Provisional Orders Confirmation Big 
the Commons’ amendments were considered and agreed 4)’ 

In the Working Men's Dwellings Bill, the Commons 


agreed to. 

In the Public Health (Ireland) Bill, the report of amend. 
ments was received. 

The Royal (Late Indian) Ordnance Corps Compensation Bilh 
and the Evidence Law Amendment (Scotland) Bill went. 
through Committee. 

The Police Force Expenses Bill, the Education Department 
Orders Bill, and the Conveyancing and Land Transfer (Scot- 
land) Biil were read a third time and passed. 


August 3.—Registration of Births and Deaths Bill.—This 
Bill was read a second time. ‘ 
Sanitary Laws Amendment Bill.—Their Lordships went 
into committee on this Bill, and the various clauses were 
agreed to, after the insertion cf some amendments. 
Endowed Schools Acts Amendment Bill.—The Lorp Crane 
CELLOR, during the debate on this Bill, said that with respect, 
to the draughting of the measure, he, for one, was quite 
ready to bear his testimony to the admirable manner in 
which the duties of the draughtsman of the Government 
had for years been performed, especially when the great 
pressure which was put upon him towards the close of a 
session was taken into account. Nothing should he 
deprecateso much, and of nothing should he be more “—e 
than that the Government of which he was a member sho’ 
attempt to throw upon the draughtsman the responsibility 
which rested upon themselves, and he did not believe that 
the Prime Minister, in any observations he might have 
made in reference to this Bill, had attempted to shelter the 
Government at the expense of the draughtsman who drew 
it. ‘Ihe responsibility for the Bill in its present and alsoin 
its original shape rested up n the Government and upon the 
Government alone.—The Bill was then read a second time. 
The Valuation (Ireland) Act Amendment Bill was read s. 
second time. 
“The Shannon Navigation Bill was read a third time and 


assed. 
The Public Health (Ireland) Bill.—The 13th clause was 
struck out, and the Bill was read a third time and passed. 

The Royal (Late Indian) Ordnance Corps Compensation Bill 
was read a third time and passed. 

The Evidence Law Amendment (Scotland) Bilt was read & 
third time and passed. , 

August 4.—The Pier and Harbours Confirmation Bill,. 
The amendments of the Commons were considered and 
agreed to. 

The Real Property Vendors and Purchasers Bill.—The 
amendments of the Commons were considered and agreed to, 

The Vaccination Act (1871) Amendment Bil.—The amend~ 
ments of the Commons were considered and agreed to. 

The Registration of Births and Deaths Bill and the 
Valuation (Ireland) Act Amendment Bili passed through 
committee and were reported. 

The report of amendments in the Sanitary Laws Amend- 
ment Bill was received, 

The Turnpike Acts Continuance Bill.—This Bill was read 
a second time. 

The Royal Irish Constabulary and Dublin Metropolitan 
Police.—This Bill was read a second time, 

The Private Lunatic Asylums (I?eland) Bill—This Bill 
was read asecond time. 

The Post Office Savings Bank Bill,—This Bill was read & 





am sorry to say I dissent from Lord Westbury in \ second time. 





amendments to the Lords’ amendments were considered ang 
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—— 
The Great Seal Offices Biil_—This Bill was read a second 


time. 

The Fine s Act (Ireland) Bill,—This Bill was read a second 
time. 

Endowed Schools Acts Amendment Bill,—This Bill passed 
through committee and was reported. 

On the report certain amendments were moved by the 
Duke of RicuMomp, and were agreed to. 































































ON. Public Worship Regulation Bill—On the order for the 
consideration of the Commons’ amendments in this Bill, 
after a speech by the Archbishop of CANTERBURY, certain 

e of Lont #% of the Commons’ amendments, which were merely verbal, 

Were con. MM were agreed to without discussion.—Oa the question that 

Sequential MM their Lordships agree to the amendment in the definition 

j » @ “Church,” which amendment brings in “ Cathedrals ’’ and 

tion Big HE “Collegiate Churcb,”’ the Marquis of Satissury protes ted 

agreed 4.' against the policy of this amendment. It put the cathe- 

Sommong” fe tals in a worse position than even any of the churches 

dered ang fm of the country would be under this Bill. The parish 
church would be subjected to the operations of the Bill on 

f amend. the complaint of three parishioners ; but a cathedral would 
be subjected to them on the complaint of any three 

a inhabitants of the diocese; so that all security against 
ation Bilt Prices under this Bill was taken away from 
tld went. deans and canons. The amendment was then agreed 

to. 

partment On the amendment in clause 9, giving the appeal to the 

er (Scote Archbishop, the Archbishop of York said that great com- 
plaint was made by some persons of the powers which 

?.—T his this proposal would give to metropolitans ; but let their 

: [ordships ask themselves whether diocesans ever had 

ps went: more power than they would enjoy under this Bill. When 

es were the Bill left their Lordships’ House there was no appeal 

tothe Archbishop, but the matter had been twice con- 
> Crane sidered in the House of Commons, and by a very large 
respect. majority on one occasion, and a somewhat smaller one on 

8 quite another, that House determined that there should be an 

ner in appeal. It might be that this amendment placed the 

rnment Bishop in an invidious position and placed the Archbishop, 
> great algo, in an invidious position. The Bishop would know 

6 of a the circumstances of the case better than the Archbishop ; 

ld he sothat the appeal would be from one well informed to 

a ome less informed; but under the 1st and 2d Vict., c. 

shou 106, there were a great many cases in which the Arch- 

1 bishop and the Bishop acted together in the first instance. 

@ that The case of admitting a colonially-ordained clergyman 

have was one which had not been mentioned, and there was the 

er the case of the sale of the glebe, which was another. In 

) drew both these there was a concurrence of action by the 

also in Archbishop and the Bishop. Their Lordships would 

on the therefore be acting quite within precedent in the law 
time. ofthe English Church if they agreed that in respect of 
ead @ cases under the Bill the Archbishop and the Bishop should 

al have a concurrent jurisdiction. He thought they might 
af very well ask the Fouse of Commons to accede to that. 
ae He saw that a clause had been prepared by the Lord Chan- 
od tellor by which it was proposed that, before the Bishop 

1 Bilt published his award, he should send his reasons to the 
Archbishop if he thought that the case should not proceed. 

adil reasons were to be returned by the Archbishop with 
&statement as to whether he agreed with them or not. 

; If he did agree with them, the hands of the Bishop would 

Bill, be strengthened, and he would send forth his award on 
and the joint responsibility of himself and the Archbishop. 
On the other hand, if the Archbishop and the Bishop did 
‘The not find themselves of accord, the case would goon. He 
dto, did not say that he would have suggested such a mode of 
and~ Meeting the difficulty; but as, except in respect of this 
clause, there wascomplete accord between the twoHouses, 

the Was willing to adopt any reasonable means of finding a 
ugh Way out of the difficulty. He thought it was hopeless to 
A of getting the Commons to give up their amend- 

ment. On the first division in the other House there were 

a to one in favour of the amendment; and on the 

second, in spite of the Government, in spite of the protest 

— of the leader of the Opposition, and in spite of its having 

been ave fag the Fs rev. Primate and himself were 
_— © amendment, it was to by a consider. 

ill Lastahine we He _— not, th ye heal sallag their 

the pro; of the noble and learned 

Ft. eee 






After several other ‘speeches the Lorp CHANCELLOR with- 
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drew his amendment and put the original question that 
the House agree with the Commons’ amendment. 
The House then divided with the following result 
Contents te att iy Ferman i tee Aer enh 
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Mejority against the Commons’ amend- — 
ment 12 


Several other amendments made by the House of Com- 
mons were then agreed to. ‘The Commons’ amendments on 
clauses 13, 14, 15, and 16, were next agreed to. 

On Clause C, the Bishop of Oxronp moved to omit as 
much of the clause as applied to the case of the chapels of 
the colleges and halls in the Universities of Oxford, Cam- 
bridge, and Durkam.—The Lorp CuanceLtor pointed out 
that there was a difficulty in applying the clause to the 
Temple Church and the chapels of Lincoln’s Inn and Gray’s 
Inv, which were practically private chapels as far as related 
to the jurisdiction of the ecclesiastical authorities—The 
Archbishop of CanrersuRY supported the clause, remarking” 
that no difficulty would arise in administering its provisions 
as far as the University chapels were concerned. —The Arch- 
bishop of Yorx observed that the colleges were at present 
under the control of the visitor, and that beirg so he did 
not see that there was any necessity for the proposed inter- 
ference with the college chapels. 

The Commons’ amendment was disagreed with. 

The amendments in the schedules were then agreed to. 

The Expiring Laws Continuance Bill was read a second 
time. 

August 5.—Church Patronage (Scotland) Bill.—The 
Commons’ amendments in this Bill were considered and 
agreed to. 

India Councils Bill.—The Commons’ amendments in this. 
Bill were considered and agreed to. 

Endowed Schools Acts Amendment Biil.—This Bill was 
read a third time and passed. 

The Supreme Court of Judicature Act (1873) Suspension 
Bill. —This Bill was read a second time. 

The Commissioners of Works and Public Buildings Bill. 
—This Bill was read « second time. 

The Irish Reproductive Loan Fund Biii.—This Bill was 
read a second time. 

The following Bills went through committee and were 
reported to the House:—Turnpike Acts Continuance Bill, 
Royal Irish Constabulary and Dublin Metropolitan Police 
Bill, Private Lunatic Asylums (Ireland) Bill, Post Office 
Savings Bank Bill, Great Seal Offices Bill, Fines Act 
(Ireland) Amendment Bill, and the Expiring Laws Con- 
tinuance Bill. 

The following Bills were read a third time and passed:— 
Registration of Births and Deaths Bill, Sanitary Laws 
Amendment Bill, and the Valuation (Ireland) Act Amend- 
ment Bill. 

Public Worship Regulation Bil’.—This Bill was brought 
up from the Commons, and the clerk at the table announ 
that the Commons did not insist on their amendment to the 
9th clause, and agreed to the Lords’ amendments on the 
Commons’ amendments. 


Aug. 6.—The Local Government Board (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Order Confirmation Bill—The Commons’ amend- 
ments were considered and agreed to. 

The following Bills were read a third time and passed :— 
Tarnpike Acis Continuance, Royal Irish Constabulary and 
Dublin Metropolitan Police, Private Lunatic Asylums (Ire- 
land), Post Office Savings Bank, Great Seal Offices, Fines 
Act (Ireland) Amendment, Expiring Laws Continuance, 
Commissioners of Works and Public Buildings, and Irish 
Reproductive Loan Fund. 

Supreme Court of Judicature Act (1873) Suspension Bill— 
On the motion for the third reading of this Bill,—Lord 
SELBORNE expressed his disappointment at the failure of 
the expectation of legislation on subjects connected 
with this Bill. The Legal Bills had been brought 
forward at an early period of the session, and he 
should have thought that they went down from 
their Lordships’ House in sufficient time to pass 
the other House in the present session. Under these cir- 
cumstances, and with the additional advantage arising 
from the concurrence of that aud the other House in ~~ 
— ® powerful administration, if time could not 
found for the discussion of such measures until the last 
fortnight of the session, he despaired of seeing justice done 
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to such Bills. If there was any use ina Government strong 
in both Houses, it was that measures of this kind might have 
@ fair chance, and not be thrust aside for measures com- 
paratively of only ephemeral importance. It might be that 
there had been a prospect of considerable discussion in the 
other House of Parliament on the Bills relating to the trans- 
fer of land ; but as regarded the Judicature Bills if there 
‘was everywhere the same zeal in the cause of law reform 
possessed by his noble and learned friend on the woolsack 
those Bills would have passed through the House of Com- 
mons. What was the consequence? The Bill which 
passed last year, and which the whole of the legal profes- 
sion had expected would come into operation this year, was, 
by the measure now before their lordships, proposed to be 
kept in suspense for a whole year from November next. He 
could not see how there was a necessity for such a post- 
ponement. Even if a postponement was necessary would 
not a short postponement to the beginning of next year 
have been sufficient? He admitted the advantage of 
having tke Act of last year and the amendment 
of it proposed this Session come into cperation 
simultaneously, but he could not think that it was 
at all so considerable as to counterbalance the disadvantage 
arising from the doubts to which the postponement of the 
Act of last year would give rise in the minds of many 
persons. The principles of that measure would be topics for 
discussion, and it would get abroad that there was an inten- 
tion on the part of the Government and Parliament to 

reconsider these principles and the whole of the plan which 
had been already sanctioned by both Houses and had become 
law. The result might be that at the beginning of next 
session we might find ourselves further off than ever from 
the reform which they had expected to see effected before the 
close of the present year. He was sure that in the mind of 
his noble and learned friend there was no intention to 
change from the principles on which this legislation had 
proceeded last session, and in their Lordships’ House during 
the present year; but, for the reasons he had referred to, it 
would give him great satisfaction to hear from his noble and 
learned friend that his views were unchanged, and that their 
Lordships might look forward to a serious and earnest at- 

tempt next session to pass the measures he had introduced this 
year, and thatthe Actoflast year would be broughtinto opera- 

tion without any further delay than was now absolutely neces- 
sary.—Aftersome remarks by the Ear] of Liwertcx and Lord 
ReEpespaLE, the Lorp CHAaNcELLor, after acknowledging 
the assistance given him with respect to the Bills by the 

House, Lord Selborne, and the judges, said that with 
regard to the course taken in another place in respect of 
the Bills, the history of it appeared extremely simple. When 
those Bills went down there was every reason to suppose 

that they would meet with general approval in the other 
Honse. Being Bills brought down from this House, pre- 

cedence before them was given to Bills which had origin- 

ated in the House of Commons. But after a time it was 
found that a number of amendments were to be proposed 

to the Land Transfer Bill; that as regarded the Jndica- 

ture Act Amendment Bill some opposition would arise on 

questions of detail; and that as regarded the new Tribunal 
of Appeal certain questions would be raised as to judicial 
appointments for Scotland and Ireland. Still he had not 
the least doubt that those Bills would have passed through 
the other House if towards the close of the session there 

had not come before the House of Commons a Bill of 
great public interest, and one which occupied the energies 

and attention of that House to such an extent that the 


Governmeni found that any opposition sustained by how- 


ever limited a number of members would at that period 
of the session have prevented the passing of the legal 
Bills. His noble and learned friend said that even sup- 
pose the Irish Judicature Bill and the Judicature Act 
Amendment Bill could not have passed, he could not see 
why the English Act of last year should not have been 
allowed to take ite course and come into operation at the 
time originally fixed. That could not have been done, because 
in order to bring it into operation it would have been 
necessary to complete the constitution of the Appellate 
Court, and in order to complete the constitution of the 
Appellate Court it would have become necessary to con- 
sider the questions raised in respect of the representation 
Of Ireland and Scotland, The Government had no inten- 
tion to present the Bills next session in a different form 
to this or the other House of Parliament. It was true 





————=—= 
that the Bill now before their Lordships suspended till the 
month of November, 1875, the coming into operation of 
the Act of last year. But it was the intention of the 
Government to present the Bills at a very early period of 
the next session, and if Parliament would address itself tp 
them without delay, there was no reason why the Act of 
last year might not come into operation long before No. 
vember—perhaps by the Ist of May—and it would by 
entirely competent to Parliament to alter the date in the 
Bill before their Lordships and decide on a much earlier 
one. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


July 31.—Standing Orders—On the motion -of Mp, 
Ratkes, an amendment was made in Standing Order 176 
with the object of requiring that in the case of drainage 
Bills the consent of landowners in the “ drainage dig. 
trict,” not in the “ parish,’ as hitherto, should be ob. 
tained. 

The Judicature Commission—In answer to Mr. Wain 
WELL, Mr. Cross said the report of the Judicature Com. 
mission was finally agreed to on the 20th inst. The 
delay that had occurred had been a delay with reference to 
the signatures. He hoped that the signatures would be 
obtained in time to lay the report on the table before the 
close of this session. 

Law Office Holidays—In answer to a question, the 
ArrorNey-GENERAL said,—The Bank Holidays, as fixed by 
Sir John Lubbock’s Act, are four in number—Easter Monday, 
Whit Monday, the first Monday in August, and the first 
working day after Christmas-day. It is proposed by the 
Judicature Rules to adopt three of these Bank holidays as 
holidays in the law offices—viz., Easter Mondey, Whit 
Monday, and the day after Christmas-day—bnt it is not 
proposed to make the first Monday in August a holiday; 
and, having regard to the pressure of business in the law 
offices at this period of the year, I do not think that it 
would be conducive to the interests of the public to make 
an early day in August a holiday in the law offices. I 
take this opportunity of stating that I have to-day laid on 
the table of the House a copy of the Judicature Rules ag 
prepared by the judges and submitted to the Lord Chan- 
cellor, and also a copy of the recommendations of the 
judges 1s regards a re-arrangement of the circuits. 

Supiene Court of Judicature Act (1873) Suspension Bilh 
—The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, in moving the second reading 
of this Bill, said is would be unnecessary for him to enter 
into any detailed statement with reference to it. The cir 
cumstances which had rendered it necessary to bring it 
the Bill were thoroughly well known to the House. In 
consequence of the state of public business it had been 
found impossible to proceed with the Amendment Bill 
brought down from the House of Lords daring the present 
session, and as the Judicature Act of last year conld nob 
be worked in its existing form, it had become a matter of 
absolute necessity to introduce tho present Bill, the second 
reading of which he now begged to move.—Sir H. Jamas 
was not disposed, under present circumstances, to raise 
any objection to the passing of the Bill, nor would he om 
this occasion make any remarks as to the general ex- 
pediency of postponing the period at which the Act of last 
year was to come into operation ; but, before the Bill was 
read a second time, he wished to point out an objection 
which he hoped his hon. and learned friend the Attorney: 
General would be able to meet. The Act of last year was 
to have come into operation on the 2nd of November, 1674, 
which day was chosen by consent of the whole House im 
the last Parliament as being the most convenient day on 
which @ radical change in our legal procedure could with — 
propriety come into effect. ‘Therefore, if the ° 
measure merely postponed the coming into operation of 
the Act to the 2nd of November next year, he should raise 
no Objection to the proposal. But this was not the course 
intended to be taken. The Bill proposed that the Act” 
should come into operation on the 1st of November, 1876, 
“ or on such earlier day as her Majesty may by Order in 
Council appoint.” This was giving power to the Hxecw 
tive Government to cause the Act to come into 
on whatever day they pleased, and he thought that before 
such @ power was conferred strong and conclusive reasons 
should be adduced why Parliament should not iteclf fiz 
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—— 
the dayon which the statute was to come into operation. 
No doubt bis hon. and learned friend would cite 
asa precedent the Probate and Divorce Act of 1857, in 
which case it was provided that the Bill should not come 
into operation until the judge had been appointed and the 
Roles drawn up. It was not to come into operation 
sooner than the 1st of January, 1858, but there was a pro. 
yiso that the Order in Council should be issued one month 
previous to the day appointed for the Act to come into 
operation. This was not the course which his hon. and 
learned friend now proposed, for the Order in Council 
wight direct that the Judicature Act should come into 
operation immediately after the date of such order. 
Sarely it was not advisable that such a state of uncer- 
tainty should exist, especially as there was very little pro- 
bability of the Act coming into operation before the Ist of 
November, 1875? Ifthe Attorney-General would consult 
the profession he would find that uncertainty as to the 
time when the Act would come into operation was produc- 
ing the greatest inconvenience, and the uncertainty would be 
doubled by the terms of this suspension Bill. This uncer- 
tainty was injurious both to the public and the profession, 
and if the Attorney-General appreciated the extent of the 
injury he would be anxious to do what he could to substi- 
tute certainty for uncertainty—Mr. Grecory wished to 

his concurrence in what had just been said. It 
would be difficult to the branch of tke profession to which 
he belonged to carry on business unless there was a 
sufficient interval of certainty between the old and the 
new state of things. It would require time to master the 
new forms and the new modes of procedure. The Judica- 
ture Act could not be carried out by itself without another 
providing for the contemplated intermediate appeal ; and 
there were aiso practical difficulties, such as those relating 
to fees, which would necessitate further legislation.— Mr. 
0, Morcan expressed his regret at the abandonment, as 
he believed unnecessarily, of the legal reforms heralded 
with such a flourish of trumpets at the beginning 
of the session, and his hope that the Government would take 
warning and bring their Bills forward earlier next year, 
because this suspended state of animation in the legal pro- 
fession was productive of the greatest inconvenience.— 
Mr. Dopps expressed similar views.—The ATTORNEY- 
GevERAL, in reply to the hon. and learned member for 
Taunton (Sir H. James), said that if this Bill were allowed 
to/pass a second reading now, he would, between this and 
the next stage on Monday, consider the appeal and see 
what could be done to produce certainty.—Sir G. Bowyer 
thought the Government had exercised a wise discretion 
in not proceeding with their legal Bills. There was great 
difference of opinion about the Registration Bill; it was 
conceded now that there should be a second appeal, but it 
was not decided to what court; and the proposed Appel- 
late Jurisdiction was not satisfactory to the legal profes- 
sion in England, Scotland, or Ireland. This suspensory 
measure was necessary to give Parliament time to consider 
what really would be the best Court of Appeal. The 
Government had acted very wisely under the circumstances 
and he hoped if the House of Lords was not to be retained 
a the Court of Appeal some better court would be 

.—-The Bill was then read a second time. 

Public Worship Regulation (Consolidated Fund) Report.— 
On the application of Mr. Disrarut the order was dis- 
charged for charging the judge’s salary for three years on 
the Consolidated Fund, the reason being that the services 
of an already pensioned judge had been secured, and that 
sich judge would act without any salary. 

ic Worship Regulation Bill—An additional clause 
moved by Mr. Russexi Gurney relating to college chapels, 
the Temple Church, the chapels of Lincoln’s-inn, &c., was 
to.—Sir W. Harcourt proposed an amendment to 
7 to provide for the payment of the judge’s salary 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. He urged that the Bi 
not pass in a form dependent on the life of the 
judge alluded to by Mr. Disraeli. After some discussion 
the amendment was nogatived. Some other amendments 
were also tived. 
Trish Reproductive Loan Fund Bili.—This Bill was 
second time. 
Great Seal Offices Bill.—This Bill was read a third 
and passed, 
Post Ofice Savings Bank Biil,—This Bill was read a 
ime and passed. 





The Royal Irish Constabulary and Dublin Metropolitan 
Police Bili.—This Bill was read a third time and passed. 

The Fines Act (Ireland) Amendment Bill. —This Bill was 
read a third time and passed. 

The Private Lunatic Asylums (Ireland) Bill.—This Bill 
passed through committee. 

The House considered and agreed to the Lords’ amend- 
ments in the Slaughter-houses, &c., Billi, and the Intoxicat- 
ing Liquors (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill, 

Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—An amendment moved 
by Mr. Downine for the omission of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 30, 
Preservation of the Peace (Ireland) Act, having been 
negatived, this Bill was ordered to be read a third time. 

Public Worship Regulation Bill—A motion by Mr. 
GuapstonE to strike out the amendment introduced in com- 
mittee giving an appeal to the archbishop in cases where 
the bishop declines to put the law in motion, was negatived 
by 113 to 95. 

Statute Law Revision Bill.—This Bill was read a second 

time. 

Church Patronage (Scotland) Bili—Some amendments 
were made in this Bill. 

The Lords’ amendments on the Slaughter-houses, §c., Bill 
and on the Attorneys and Solicitors Bill were considered and 
agreed to. 


August 1.—Irish Reproductive Loan Fund Bili—The 
House went into Committee on this Bill. 

County Courts Bill—On the Order of the Day for the 
second reading of this Bill, the AzT oRNEY-GENERAL 
moved that it be postponed till Monday.—Mr. Bass moved 
that the order be discharged.—Mr. Rozsuck seconded the 
amendment, and wanted to know why the Bill should not 
be taken at once.—The ATroORNEY-GENERAL explained that 
the Solicitor-General, who had charge of the Bill, was un- 
avoidably absent, and that as the hon. member for Shef- 
field had made some valuable suggestions before the House 
met, he (the Attorney-General) thought it advisable that 
those suggestions should be incorporated in the Bill with 
a view to saving time before it was submitted to the House. 
—Mr. Hentry did not think it fair to the multitude of 
people interested that the Bill should be taken this session, 
when it was impossible that it could be fully discussed.— 
Mr. ANDERSON was also of opinion that so important a 
measure ought aot to be taken so late in the session, espe- 
cially as it affected the liberties of the people. He thoaght 
the House ought not to extend the power of county courts 
without careful consideration. He supported the amend- 
ment. 

The House divided— 

For the motion er SR Nea 
For the amendment ... ... «0 ... « Sl 
Majority Lee OE Ne IRE Y TO 

The second reading of the Bill was accordingly fixed for 
Monday. 

The Local Government Board (Ireland) Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill.—Thig Bill was read a third time and 
passed. 

The Private Lunatic Asylwms (Ireland) Bitli—This Bill 
was read a third time and passed. : 

The Commissioners of Works and Public Buildings Bill.— 
This Bill passed through committee. 

The Statute Law Revision (No. 2) Bill.—This Bill passed 
th r ough committee. 


Aug. 3.—The General Carriers’ Acts.—Mr. JACKSON gave 
notice that he would move early next session for the 
appointment of a Select Committee to inquire into the 
operation of these Acts. 

Bow-street Police Court—Mr. Russett Guauney asked 
the First Commissioner of Works whether his attention 
had been called to the insufficient accommodation at the 
Bow-street Police Court, and when a new court was likely 
to be provided, for which £10,000 was voted in the 
last session of Parliament.— Lord Hexry Lennox 
said the attention of the Office of Works had for two years 
been constantly called to the insufficient accommcdation 
at Bow-street Police Court. A new site had been looked 
for in Leicester-square, but the Seoretary of State for the 
Home Department had requested him to cease looking to 

that site, as another part of London would be more con- 
venient for carrying on the police duties of the met is. 

County Courts Bill, —In reply to Sir H. Jaws Mr. 
Roksvucx, the Artornry.Grneral stated that in conse- 
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quence of the late period of the session it was not the 
intention of the Government to proceed further with the 
County Courts Bill. 

Expiring Laws Continuance Bill.—This Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

Public Worship Regulation Bill,—Mr. Disraent read the 
following letter which he had received from the archbishops : 

~‘* We have the honour to inform yuu that we intend to 
submit to the Crown through you the name of Lord 
Penzance for the office of judgeund+r the ‘ Public Worship 
Regulation Bill,’ in case that measure shall become law. 

‘**Lord Penzance has consented to undertake the office, 
subject to the provisions as to salary and emoluments which 
are embodied in the Bill and which may hereafter be made 
by Parliament. 

“ We think that it may be convenient to the Government to 
be made aware of this, even before the passing of toe Bill, 
and we feel confident that the name of Lord Penzance will 
have the approval of the Crown. 

“‘ We believe that we shall be able to submit to the Govern- 
ment a plan by which a salary might be provided for the 
judge by a re-arrangement of ecclesiastical fees. 

A. C. Cantuar. 
W. Exzor.”’ 

He then said,—“ The House will observe that the conditions 
under which Lord Penzance has agreed to accept the office 
vary from the explanation I made on a previous occasion 
with reference to the disposition of the judge in regard to 
it, and Lord Penzance has very properly called my atten- 
tion to the apparent inconsistency between the views which 
he has always held and the statement I made in the House 
two or three days ago. The fact is, the misconception that 
has arisen has been occasioned by a very simple cause. 
When I referred to the judge and the condition on which 
I had reason to hope he would accept the office, I really did 
not refer to Lord Penzance, but to another eminent and 
distinguished judge. Therefore Lord Penzance is under an 
erroneous impression that I made, on his part, a statement 
to which he had not given his adhesion. I therefore wish 
to take this opportunity of explaining the apparent incon- 
sistency, and to express my conviction that the conditions 
under which Lord Penzance has stated his readiness to take 
this office are not only just, but reasonable.”—After several 
speeches the Bill was read a third time. 

India Councils Bill —The Bill passed through committee 
with a verbal amendment. 

Church Patronage (Scotland) Bill.—Some verbal amend- 
ments were made in clauses 2, 5,7, and 8. ‘The Bill was 
then read a third time and passed. 

The Supreme Court of Judicature Act (1873) Suspension 
Bill.—The House went into committee on this Bill. 

On clause 1, Sir G. Bowrer expressed a hope that the 
Government would take the opportunity afforded by this 
delay of considering the question of the Supreme Court of 
Appeal. 

The various clauses were then agreed to, an amendment 
being inserted to the effect that the coming into operation 
of the Act should be definitely postponed till November, 
1875, instead of the date being appointed by the Queen in 
Council. 

The Bill then passed through committee, and was read 
a third time and passed. 

The Bilis of Sale Amendment Bill,—This Bill was read a 
second time. 

Trish Reproductive Loan Fund Bill.—Some amendments 
in this Bill were agreed to. 

The order for the second reading of the County Courts 
Bill was discharged. 

The Statute Law Revision (No. 2) Bill.—This Bill was 
read 4 third time. 

The Education Department Orders Bill..-This Bill was 
read a second time. 


Ang. 4.— The Circuits in England.— Mr. Cuantey asked 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department whether 
it was the intention of Her Majesty’s Government to carry 
out daring the recess the recommendations of the jadges 
with respect to the redistribution of Circuits in England. 
—Mr, Cxoss said it was not the intention of Her Mujosty’s 
Government to carry out during the recess the recommen- 
dations of the Judges with respect to the redistribution of 
Circuits in England. Those recommendations were con- 
nected with the Judicature Act, and would come into force 
at the same time as the Act. 


= 

The Irish Reproductive Loan Fund Bill.—This Bill was 
read a third time and passed. 

The Commissioners of Works and Public Buildings Bill, 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 

The India Councils Bill.—This Bill, as amended, way 
considered, and then read a third time and passed. 

The Conveyancing and Land Transfer (Scotland) Bill. 
The Lords’ amendments in this Bill were agreed to. 

The Public Health (Ireland) Bill.—The Lords’ amendment 
in this Bill were agreed to. 

The Education Department Orders Bill. —Lhis Bill passed 
through committee, and was read a third time and passed, 
The Coroners (Ireland) Bill.—This Bill was withdrawn, 

The Ulster Tenant-Right Bill—This Bill was with. 
drawn. - 

Borough Franchise (Ireland) Bill,—This Bill was with. 
drawn. 

Colonial Clergy Bill.—The Lords’ reasons for disagreeing 
to certain of the Commons’ amendments to this Bill were 
considered, and the House did not insist on their amend. 
ments. 


August 5.—The Law in Jersey.—In answer to a question 
Mr. Cross said that his attention had been drawn to the 
state of the administration of the law in Jersey in conse 
quence of the report of the Commissioners appointed t 
inquire into the civil, municipal, and ecclesiastical laws of 
the island, and that in consequence of that report he had 
arranged to have an interview with the governor during the 
recess. 

The Labour Laws.—In answer to Sir W. Fraser, Mr. 
Cross said it was the intention of the Government early 
next session to bring in a measure dealing with the subject 
into which the Royal Commission on the Labour Laws had 
inquired. 

Public Worship Regulation Bill,—On the order of the day 
jor the consideration of the reasons of the House of Lords 
for disagreeing to certain of the amendments made in this 
Bill by the House of Commons, the clerk at the table, 
after a verbal amendment made by the House of Lords to 
the amendments made by the House of Commons was agreed 
to, read the following objection by the House of Lords to 
an amendment made by the Commons in the clause relatiag 


institution of proceedings under this Bill :— 

“The Lords disagree to the provision inserted by the 
Commons in page 5. line 20, for the following reasons:— 

‘* Because the bishop, by his superior authority and logal 
knowledge, ia more competent to judge of the expediency of 
promoting or prohibiting the institution of any suit 
the archbishop. Because it is most desirable that oppot- 
tunity should be afforded for amicable conferences between 
the bishop, the incumbent, and the complainants, which the 
proposed amendment would render difficult. Because it is 
important to maintain intact the independent rights of the 
bishop as the originator of any proceeding against clerks in 
his diocese” 

After a debate, the motion not to insist on the Commons 
amendments was agreed to nem. con. 

Open Spaces in Metropolis Bill.—This Bill, which stood 
for a second reading, was ordered to be read a second time 
this day month. 

The Registration of Births and Deaths Bill.—The Lords 
amendments to this Bill were brought up and agreed to, 

The Sanitary Laws Amendment Bill.—The Lord# 
amendments to this Bill were brougnt up and agreed to. 

The Endowed Schools Acts Amendment Bill.—The Lords” 
amendments to this Bill were brought up and agreed to. 


August 6,—Turnpike Acts Ountinurnce Bill,—The Lords’ 
amendments to this Bill were considered and agreed to. 

Royal Irish Constabulary and Dublin Metropolitan Police 
Bili.—The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were also con- 
sidered and agreed to. 

The Brussels Conference, —Sir O. Dike asked the Under 
Secre:ary of State for Foreign Affairs whether, looking t 
the Sreat anxiety that existed in the country on the subject 
of the Brussels Conference, it would be possible to issue 
during the recess any papers bearing upon the proceedings 


there was much interest felt in thie country with regard 
the Brussels Conference, but he hoped there was no anxiety- 





Any A of interest in connection with the proceedings 
would be published in the London Gasette. 


to the diseretion proposed to be given to a bishop as to the 


of that conference.—Mr. Bounxs said he was well aware 
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, SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
WORCESTER AND WORCESTERSHIRE LAW 
socl 


The general half-yearly meeting of this society was 
held in the Library on Wednesday, the 29th of July. 

[mn the unavoidable absence of the president (Mr. 
Cartler) the chair was taken by Mr. S. M. Beale, the 
vice-president. The following members were present at 
the meeting:—Messrs. Stallard, Southall, R. P. Hill, 
fiyde, Bedford, and Corbett, and Mr. Allen, the honorary 
secretary. 

The report of Messrs. Curtler, Allen, and Hughes, who 
pad attended a meeting of the Associated Provincial Law 
Sccieties, held on the 27th of May last at the Law Insti- 
tution, Chancery-lane, for the purpose of considering the 
Jand Titles and Transfer Bill, was read ; and letters to 
and from the members of Parliament for the district were 
also read and considered. 

Upon the proposition of Mr. John Stallard, seconded by 
Mr. Beale, Mr. Thomas Garrold Stallard, of Worcester, 
was duly elected a member of the society. 

On the same day the annual dinner of the society took 
place at the Abbey Hotel, Great Malvern. 
~ Mr. Beale, the vice-president, was in the chair, and the 
Mayor of Worcester took the vice-chair. The following 
members were present at the dinner :—Messrs. Holyoake 
(Droitwich), Stallard, Bentley, Hill, Woof, Hyde, Cawley - 
(Malvern), Whatley (Malvern), Corbett, and Allen. 

Mr. “. W. Hastings (who was present as a guest) 
proposed the toast of the Worcester and Worcestershire 
law Society, and in doing so he made some interesting 
observations on the legislation of the present session of 
Parliament. 

Other toasts followed, and the dinner passed off in a 
most pleasant manner. 








CODIFICATION AND THE LAW OF HOMICIDE. 


The Select Committee of the House of Commons to whom 
the Homicide Law Amendment Bill was referred, have 
made the following special report :— 

Your Committee have examined Mr. Justice Blackburn 
and Baron Bramwell, and have received from the Chief 
Justice of England a letter containing an elaborate cri- 
ticism of the Homicide Law Amendment Bill. They have 
er ecanined Mr. Stephen, Q.C., by whom the Bill was 

raw. 

It has been strongly urged before your Committee that 
partial codification is a mistake, and that no measure 
should be passed till the whole of that branch of the law 
to which it belongs has been reduced to a series of simple 
and abstract propositions. Your Committee think that such 
adoctrine would be fatal to the prospect of producing any 

e. 

At the same time, they observe that in the Bill before 
them there are many provisions which are not peculiar 
to the law of homicide, but extend to almost every sort of 
¢rime, and that there are others which are common to 
homicide and to other injuries to the person. It may be 
that the beet way of commencing a penal code would be 
to deal first with such rules of Jaw as are common to all 
or to large classes of crimes, and thus at once to avoid 
needless repetition, and to place the whole doctrine of 
criminal responsibility on a clear and intelligible basis. 

The subject referred to your Committee is of the highest 
importance. The responsibility of declaring the terms on 
‘which it shall be lawful to take the life of a fellow creature 
‘is the most awful that can be undertaken. It should not 
‘be adventured on as @ test or experiment, but should be 
reserved till the method of codification has been perfected 
by numerous trials on less momentous subjects. 

The subjects best adapted for a code are obviously those 
in which law is most technical, where its definitions 
are moat accurate, aud the terms it employs are furthest 
removed from the loose and careless vocabulary of common 
life. With such terms it is comparatively easy to con- 
struct abstract legal pat grange But in the case of 
homicide we have to , not with technical terms, but 
with ordinary , which is quite intelligible when 
tsed by a judge in ng & jury on @ state of facts 





proved before them, but which when reduced to abstract 
propositions becomes obscure and ambiguous from the 
want of particulars to which the proposition applies, and 
from the want of a clear definition of the terms used. 
These terms, such as “ causing death without actual injury 
to the body,” “‘ causing death by a course of conduct,” “an 
act by which death is caused, which would not have caused 
death but for intermediate events, not its consequences,’ 
and so forth, would doubtless ultimately have a fixed and 
technical meaning given to them by judicial interpretation, 
but in the meantime would, it may be apprehended, rather 
serve to provoke than to remove controversy. It would 
seem that a code aiming like the Homicide Bill tu reduce 
a large and complicated subject to a few abstract pro- 
positions can hardly be made intelligible to the non-legai 
mind without the use of illustrations, by putting parti- 
cular cases, an important innovation which your Committee 
recommend to the favourable attention of the House. 

It has been urged with great force that the law of 
homicide requires codification more than any other, because 
it is not to be found in books or statutes, but in a kind of 
oral tradition and understanding among lawyers, which is 
only acquired by practice. Butif thisbe so, it furnishes 
a conclusive reason against commencing to codify with the 
law of homicide, and above all against delegating such a 
duty to a select committee of the House of Commons. To 
make a code is a work of compression, simplification, and 
arrangement. It assumes the knowledge of the law by 
the codifier ; bat in order to codify the law of homicide it 
is necessary first to declare what it is, and that is impos- 
sible, as it seems, to any but practising lawyers, for the 
reason stated above. It is better surely to begin with 
that which is easily ascertained than to select a subject 
where we must take upon ourselves to declare the law 
first before we co-ordinate and condense it. 

The law of homicide requires very considerable altera- 
tions in substance before it is reduced to its simplest form 
and made permanent in a code. We are required to de- 
clare that negligence is not manslaughter and that suicide 
is not murder; both, probably, salutary changes, but 
which should be settled on their own merits. 

The existing definition of murder, which may be roughly 
statedas killing with malice aforethonght,is far too narrow, 
and the defect has been supplied, not by re-defining the 
crime, bat by subtle intendments of law, by which malice 
is presumed to exist in some cases where the action is un- 
premeditated, and even in some cases where death is 
caused by accident. It is most desirable that a state of 
the law under which people are condemned and executed 
by means of a legal fiction should cease. But such a 
change, however urgently required, is, in the opinion of 
the Committee, not a matter for them, bat rather for the 
Law Officers of the Crown, asisted by the advice and 
fortified by the sanction of the highest legal authorities, 
after mature and careful deliberation. Nothing would be 
more likely to impede, or indeed, utterly to frustrate, the 
work of codification than the suspicion or the certainty 
that, under the pretext of simplification and re-arrange- 
ment, great and important changes were effected which 
had never been brought in a clear and simple way to the 
notice of Parliament. 

i For these reasons, your Committee are of opinion that it 

8s not desirable to’ proceed with the present Bill, notwith- 
standing tbat this experiment in codification has been pre- 
sented to them with every advantage that learning and 
skill cau give it. 

Finally, your Committee earnestly recommend tifat the 
attention of the Government and of Parliament should be 
directed tothe present imperfect state of tae definition of 
the law of murder. They believe that they have collected 
materials from which a re-definition of murder can be pro- 
duced, and they are convinced that such a definition is 
urgently needed, not only to rescue the law from its pre- 
sent discreditable state, but to give clear notions to the 
publio at large of the real nature and extent of this crime, 
and to prevent the confusion often created in the minds of 
jurors by an appeal to the doctrine that murder cannot be 
without malice aforethougbt, which it is not always easy 
for the judge to remove. If there is any oase in which the 
law should speak plainly, without sophism or evasion, it is 
where life is at stake ; and it is on this very ocoasion that 
the law is most evasive and most sophistioal. 
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THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE JUDGES AS 
TO CIRCUITS. 


The following recommendations of the Judges as to 
Circuits have been issued as a Parliamentary return :— 


1. The Circuits of the Judges shall be as follows : 

i, The North-Western Circuit, which shall include the 
counties of Westmoreland, Cumberland, and Lancaster. 

ii. The North-Eastern Circuit, which shall include the 
counties of Northumberland, Durham, and York. 

. iii, The Midland Circuit, which shall include the counties 
of Lincoln, Derby, Nottingham, Warwick, Leicester, 
Northampton, Rutland, Buckingham, and Bedford. 

iv. The Norfolk Circuit, which shall include the counties 
of Norfolk, Suffolk, Huntingdon, Cambridge, Hertford, 
Essex, Kent, and Sussex. 

v. The Oxford Circuit, which shall include the several 
counties and cities heretofore included in the Oxford 
Circuit. 

vi. The Western Circuit, which shall include the several 
counties and cities heretofore included in the Western 
Circuit. 

vii. The North and South Wales Circuit, which and 
each of the divisions whereof (that is to say, the North 
Wales and the South Wales divisions), shall include the 
several counties heretofore included therein respectively. 
But two judges shall hold the assizes for the county of 
Glamorgan instead of one. 

2. No Assizes shall be held in or for the county of 
Surrey. 

3. The judges of assize for any county or city may, by 
order, adjourn the opening of such assizes at any time, and 
for such period as they maydeem to be necessary or ex- 


pedient.” 








DR. KENEALY AND GRAY’S INN. 


The Benchers of Gray’s Inn, having determined with 
respect to their inquiry into the conduct of Dr. Kenealy, 
Q.C., to limit that inquiry to the fact of his being the editor 
of the newspaper called the Englishman, and his conduct as 
such, proceeded with the matter at a persion held on 
Saturday last, in the absence of Dr. Kenealy and of the 
printer of the Englishman, both of whom had had notice 
to attend. Dr. Kenealy’s absence was explained in the 
following letter from Mrs. Kenealy :— 

** Lancing, Sussex, July 31, 1874. 

Sir,—On receipt of the order of Pension of July 18, Dr. 
Kenealy sought for counsel to represent him, but failed to 

rocure one. Circuit keeps all out of town, and Dr. 
nealy would not be justified in going to the expense of 
inging counsel to town specially. Under these circum- 
stances he went to town, intending to appear himself, but 
he was attacked with violent pains in the head, and was 
obliged to return here. I am sorry, therefore, to say he 
cannot attend on August 1. Hehasno knowledge of what 
the new charges are inst him, having received no 
particulars from Gray’s Inn. He is reluctant to ask for any 
further adjournment, and he leaves the Masters of the Banch 
to act as their own sense of honour, right, and justice may 

dictate.—I am, Sir, yours sincerely, 

EtizaveTu Kengauy,” 


Seventeen numbers of the Englishman, bearing the name 
of Dr. Kenealy, Q.C., as editor, commencing the 11th of 
April last, and ending August Ist. were produced, and 
their contents were considered by the benchers present. 

The following resolutions weremoved by Master Manisty, 
seconded by Master Holker, and carried unanimously :— 
“1. That this pension find asa fact that Dr. Kenealy is 
the editor of the newspaper called the Englishman. 2. 
That the Englishman is replete with libels of the grossest 
character, 3. That Dr. Kenealy, being editor of that 
newspaper, is unfit to be a Master of the bench of this 
Honourable Society.” 

The following resolutions were moved by Master Manisty, 
seconded by Master Holker, and carried by a majority of 
10 t© 1:—“4, That the call of Dr. ly to this bench 
be and the same is hereby vacated. 5, That Dr. Kenealy 
be prohibited from dining in the hall of this Society until 
further order.” 

The following resolutions were moved by Master Manisty, 
seconded by Master Holker, and carried unanimously :—* 6. 





That the further consideration of this matter, as well ag 
consideration of the several other charges which Dr, Kenealy 
has been called upon to answer, be postponed to a futuy 
pension to be hereafter appointed. 7. That a copy of thi 
day’s proceedings be sent to Dr. Kenealy ; also, thata 

be screened in the hall of this inn, and that a copy be sont 
to the treasurer of each of the other Inns of Court. Order 
that the treasurer be requested to transmit to the Lon 
Chancellor a copy of the proceedings at the Speci) 
Pensions holden on the 7th and 18th of July and this , 
together with the seventeen numbers of the Englishman,” 








LEGAL ITEMS. 


In the suit, before the Master of the Rolls, of T% 
Commissioners of Sewers of the City of London v. Glasy 
(the Epping Forest case), the evidence was completed m 
Tuesday last, and the hearing will be resumed in Novem. 
ber. The case has already occupied seventeen days. 

The Rev. Father O’Keetffe informs the Evening Post that 
he intends to proceed with all the actions for libel which hy 
has instituted against the members of the Callan Schools 
Committee. He has obtained damages in two cases; andi 
a third action, which was tried in the Queen’s Bench la 
May, the jury disagreed. He regrets the necessity of 
having to resort to legal proceedings, but says his straggls 
8 for life. 

The suit of Parker v. McKenna, which has occupied 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon for twenty-two days, terminatel 
on Tuesday last, when his Honour gave judgment in favour 
of the plaintiff, the registered officer of the National Bank 
The defendants were formerly four of the directors of the 
bank, and the case against them was that in violationof 
their duty as trustees for the shareholders they had » 
dealt with certain new shares issued by the board as t 
derive therefrom pecuniary advantages for themselves, 
By the decree the defendants were ordered to account for 
all the profits so made by them. 

At Guildford, on Tuesday last, a special jury, after being 
locked up a considerable time, could not agree ; and at eight 
o'clock in the evening they sent a message to that effed 
to the judge (Bramwell, B.), who had retired to his lodg. 
ings. The judge sent word back that they must endeavo 
to agree, and they remained another hour in deliberation 
At nine o’clock they returned into court and declared that 
there was no chance of their agreeing. The officers, how 
ever, bad no authority to discharge them, and desired them 
to return to their room. They, however, after a good deal 
of discussion, suddenly adopted the resolution of going 
down to the judge’s lodgings, and dids» ; and there, about 
ten o’clock at night, they were discharged. 


In an action tried before Bramwell, B., at Guildford oo 
Wednesday last, being an action by a husband and wile 
against a railway company for injury done to the wile 
while travelling on the company’s line, the learned judg 
said that it was curious but undoubtedly true, that in 
action the damages would be less in the event of the wile 
living a shorter time and then dying, than in the event of 
her living a longer time in a feeble state and then recover. 
ing. So that the evidence for the company actually made 
a stronger case of injuiry than the case for the plaia- 
tiffs. For in the action certainly no damages could be 
recovered for thedeath (assuming that it was to occur), and 
the only damages recoverable were such as were sustai 
daring life. Therefore, the longer the wife lived in 4 
state of feebleness or illness caused by the accident the 
greater the damages—to herself for suffering, and to the 
husband for loss of service. So that, however strange it 
might appear, the evidence for the defeuce had ac 
made out a stronger case for the plaintiffs than was made 
by the evidence for the plaintiffs. 








BIRTHS, MARKIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Coorzn—On Aung. 2, at Bateman-strect, Cambridge, the wife of 
J - Se Cooper, Esq., LL.D., barrister-at-law, of 6 


EmawvEet—On Aug, 2, at Marlborough-house, Abber ama 
St. John’s-wood, the wife of Mr. Joel Emanuel, of & 
daughter, 
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oop—On Aug. 6, at Netherwood cottage, Finchley, the 
wife of Harry Greenwood, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

son—On Aug. 6, at the Oaks, Wray-common, Reigate. 
the wife of G. Carter Morrison, solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

‘Yuss—Younc—On Aug. 1, at St. John’s, Cheltenham, Jchn 
Arthur Iles, of Victoria-street, Westminster, solicitor, to 
Anne Elizabeth Iles, second daughter of the late F. M. Young, 
Baq., C.E., of Leeds. 

Jones—Hirp—On Aug. 1, at St. Matthew’s, Oakley-square, 
N.W., C. Davenport Jones, solicitor, Hastings, to Fanny 
Mary, only daughter of Charles William Hird, solicitor, 3, 


Mornington-crescent. 
DEATH, 


t—On Aug. 2, Theophilus Bennet Hoskyns Abra- 
hall, formerly Commissioner of the Court of Bankruptcy, 


Newcastle-on-T yne, aged 71. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Las? Quotation, Aug. 7, 1874. 
Cent, Consols, 923 Annuities, April, ’85 93 
: for Account, ‘Aug 924 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 190% 
4 per Cent. Reduced 924 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct.4 pm. 
New 3 per Cent., 924 Ditto, £500, Do 4 pm, 
Do. 3} perCent.,Jan.’94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 4 pm. 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 5 
Do.5 per Cont., Jan. 73 Ct. (last half-year) 259 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Dittc for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
fitto 5per Cent., July,’80107% , Ditto,5$ per Cent.,May,’79 102 
Ditto for Account ,— Ditto Debentures, per Cent 
Ditto 4 per Ceat.,Ocb.’88 1035 April,"64— 
ditto ,Certificates, — Do.Do,5 per Cent,, Aug. 73 1006 
to Rinfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.95 | Do. Bonds, 4por Ct., £1000 
fod. Bnf.Pr.,5 pC., Jan.'7% Ditto, ditto,uander £1100 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. \Paid.|Closing Price 


Bristol and Exeter’ ......ccccccccecsessersescereveceres| 
PaleAont i 








ai 


jasgow and South-Western ............ 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ... 
Great Northern ......--.sceseeeevees ++ 

Do., A Stock® ......s00--ssservereee \. 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
|Great Western—Original........0.....0seeeeesseeee! 
ftock| Lancashire and Yorkshire  ...........0secceseerer! 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast .........0. 
London, Chatham, and Dover............ oesl 
London and North-Western .... 
London and South Western.......... 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ............ 
(Metropolitan 
Do., District 

and 


North British 
North Eastern 
North London ......+++6+ 
North Staffordshire ... 
South Devon 
{SOutheLastern .............cercesssseeveeeseses 





Book 
oo 
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* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to a. 


Monnry MARKET AND City INTRLLIGENC?. 


The bank rate was raised on Thursday from 3 to 4 per 
cent. Monday being “a bank holiday” no business was 
done on the Stock Exchange. On Saturday and Tuesday 
tailway stocks were dull, but they improved on Wednesday | 
Othe announcement of the Midland dividend, and con- 
tinued buoyant on Thursday notwithstanding the altera- 
tion in the bank rate. On Friday there was a decline. 

the foreign market the tendency on Saturday was 
upward, but throughout the present weekthe tone has been 
dull, and very little business has been transacted. 

At the meeting on Thursday of the London and County 

Company, Mr. F. Francis in the chair, the net 

os were shown to be £149,748, including a previous 
uo of aay, 917, wt 0 dividend was declared for the | 

- at the rate o cent, per annum, leavin 

ied 79. At the corresponding riod of last year the dive 

was of similar amount, reo £20,189. The paid-up 

capital is £1,274,870, and the reserve £637,435. The amount 

due by the bank for customers’ balances, &c., is £18,928,918, 

and the liabilities on acceptances covered by securities, is 


£3,187 ,457, 


| Barker, Thomas Pearson, Richmond, York, Butcher. 


- | Clewes, Jesse, Hanley, Stafford, Stone M ison. 


The prospectus has been issued of the Financial and 
Investors’ Protection Association (Limited). Capital 
£1,000,000 in shares of £1 each. The association has been 
formed for the purpose of introducing joint stock companies 
of a bona fide description to its shareholders. Its principal 
object is to secure the co-operation of investors and to create 
an organisation sufficiently powerful to protect their 
interests. The shareholders will also have the advantage 
of investing their money only in concerns that have, in every 
respect, previously undergone the strictest scrutiny. 


GAZETTES, 








LONDON 


Turspay, Avg 4, 1874. 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 

Hoyle, William Fretwel!, and Fretwell William Hoyle, attorneys and 
solicitors, Rotherham, York. Aug 1. 

Yates, John, and Charles Martin, attorneys and solicitors, Liverpool. 
July 31. 

Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tuespay, July 28, 1874. 
STaNNnakixs OF CornnwWALL. 

By an order made by the Vice Warden of the Stannaries, dated June 
17, it was ordered that the Burra Burra Copper and Tin Mining 
Company, Limited, should be wound up. Hodge and Co, Truro, 
agents for Downing, Redruth. 

LIMITED tw CaancerrY, 

Continental and Shipping Butter Company, Limited.—The M.R. has 
fixed Thursday, Aug 6 at 11, at his chambers, for tne appointment o 
an official liqidator. 

Crown Co-operative Society, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R. 
dated July 18, it was ordered that the above Society be wound up. 
Pectham and Co, Knight rider st, solicitors for the petitioner. 
The M.R. has fixed Thursday, Aug6,at 11, at his chambers, for the 
appointment of an official liquidator. 


Friary, July 31, 1874. 
Lrmirep tv Cuancery, 

Batchelors’ Residential Club, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R. 
dated July 25, it was ordered that the above Company be wound up. 
Turner, New inn, Strand, soticitor for the petitioner. 

Colonial aud Foreign Meat Supply Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or before Oct 20, to send their names. and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debits or claims, to E. W. Monington, 
Moorgate st chambers. Wednesday, Nov 4 at 1 is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Stock, Share, and Finance Company, Limited.—V.C. Hall has, by an 
order dated July 24, appointed Frederick Gardner, Abchurch lane, to 
be official liquidator. Creditors are required, oo or before Aug 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to the above. Monday, Nov 2 at 1, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tusspay, July 28, 1874. 


‘ 


| Friendly Society, Star inn, Ringwood, Southampten. July 16 


Loyal Milton Lodge, Manchester Unity Friendly Society, George and 
Dragon Ian, Ardwick Green, Lancashire. July 22, 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 

Torspay, July 28, 1874 
Sapt18. British 
Nation Life Assurance Association v Barker, M.R. Broomhead and Qo, 
Sheffield 


| Boult, Thomas Charles, Bracknell, Berks, Gent. Sept 21. Druce ¥ 


Atkins, M.R. Snow, College Hill 
Carter, David, Eastwood, Essex, Builder, 
V.C. Hall. Gregson, jun, Réebford 


Sept 29. Carter v Carter, 
Oct 1. Hall v Clewes, 
M.R. Challinor, Hanley 


Moores, James, Timperley, Cheshire, Gent. Sept 29. Burgess v 
Edwards, V.C. Hall. Hutton and Lister, Manchester 

Jenkins, John, Cefa Glaes, Glamorgan. Oct 15. Williams v Jenkins, 
V.C. Bacon. James, Merthyr Tydfil 

Stirton, Charles, Brick lane, Spitaitields. Septs0. Cox vStirton, V.C. 
Hall. Stibbard and Cronshey, Fenchureh st 

Frivay, July 31, 1874. 

Chaplin, John, Teignmouth, Devon, Gent. Oct 15. Chaplin v Aish- 
ton, V.C. Malins. Morgan, Giltspur chambers, Holborn viaduct 

Harris, William, Lyon st, Caledonian ré, Contractor. Octl. Harris 
v Anderson, V.C. Hall, Jones and Hail, King’s Arms yard, Moor- 
gate st 

Haycock, George, Chelmsford, Essex, Wine Merchant, Oct 1. 
Stenning v Reynolds, M R. Copland, Chelmsford 

Haycock, Joseph, Wells, Norfolk, Corn Merchant. Oct 1. 
Haycock, M.R. Copland, Chelmsford 

Hill, Elizabeth, South Lambeth rd. Oct 1, Rogers v Muteh, M.R. 
Devonshire, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 

Markall, Robert Thurgood, Bexley heath, Kent, Farmer, Oct 1. 

Pinfold v Shiiling- 
Arnold v Robinson, 


Stenniag v 


Markall v Smith, V.C. Hall. Gibson, Dartford 

Pinfold, George, Eynsham, Oxford, Gent. Sept 30. 
ford, V.C. Hall. Boyle, Brunswick square 

Robinson, Peter, Oxford st, Silk Mercer. Sept 4. 
M.R. Beanmont, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Stephens, Rev Richard, Frensham, Surrey. Sept 30. Birch y Stephens, 
V.C, Hall. Wren, Fenchurch st 

Tapper, James, Kiagskerswell, Devon, Gent, Sopt 20. Badcock v¥ 

udge, V.C. Hall. Huggins, Exeter 

Toulmin, Laurance William, So Philip's terrace, Kensington, Sept 30 

Danieis ¥ Bullock, V.C, Hall, Rooksand Co, Cheap: 
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‘Williams, Richard, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Surgeon. Sept 30. William® 
v Williams, V.C. Hall. Jones and Jones, Portmadoc 


TurspaY, Aug 4, 1874, 
Blunt, Richard John, Junior United Service Clab, Charles st, Esq. 
Sept 29. Blunt v Mercer, V.C. Malins. Oliver, Carey st 
Eintiacht, German barque. Nov 16. Pedersen v Muswieck, M.R. 
NEXT OF KIN. 
Bates, Ann, Church row, King’s Cross. 
Attorney-General, M.R. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tuespay, July 28, 1874. 

Barnes, Elizabeth, Ringwood, Southampton, Draper. 
and Davy, Ringwood 

Bates, John, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. 
Brighton 

Bourne, Richard, Mucclestone, Stafford, Farmer. Sept 1. Martin, 
Nantwich 

Butterfield, John, Hastings, Sussex, Esq. Sept 23. Phillips and 
Cheesman, : astings 

Carter, Robert, North Petherton, Somerset, Yeoman. Aug 31. Ruddock 
and Auber, Bridgewater 

Carter, William, Reading, Berks, Gent. Sept 18, Rogers, Reading 

Clark, William, Union st, Southwark, Warehouseman. Aug 15 
Upward, Finsbury circus 

Cmver, Frederick, Knightsbridge Green. Aug 5. Elliott, Vincent 
square, Westminster 

Cooper, James, Haulgh, Lancashire, Gent. 
Bolton - 

Crofts, William, Wolvey, Warwick, Gent. Sept 29. Dew es and Bone, 
Nuneaton 

Davis, Joseph, Martletwy, Pembroke, Farmer. 
Nar beth 

Findon, Elizabeth, Coyentry. Sept 2. Minster, Coventry 

Fox, Alfred, Falmouth, Cornwall. Oct8. Tilly and Co, Falmonth 

Fry, Elizabeth, Chitterwell, Somerset. OUct 1. Beadon and Sweet, 
Taunton 

‘Fry, Sarah, Chitterwell, Somerset, Oct 1. Beadon and Sweet, Taunton 

Goodwin, Thomas Orton, Seacombe, Chester, Commission Merchant. 
Aug 22. Forshaw and Hawkins, Liverpool 

Gustard, Ralph, West Heddon, Northumberland, Farmer. 
Gibson, Hexham 

Harrison, Enoch, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford. Aug 24. Fenton, 
Newcast'e-unaer Lyme 

Hasel!, John, Bristol, Gert Septl. Broad, Bristol 

Huributt, George, Sale, Chester, Gent, Aug 31. Grundy and Ker- 
shaw, Manchester 

Martin, Henry, Rusper, Sussex, Gent. 

Mason, Eli, Manchester, 
Manchester 

Moss, Mary, Manchest2r. Aug 24. Gibbs, Newport 

Pittman, Charlotte, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Widow. Aug 28. 
Smith, Weston-super-Mare 

Pittman, Thomas, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Auctioneer. Aug 28. 
Smith, Weston-super-Mare 

Saderove, Elizabeth, Stoke Newington. Aug 30. Tanqueray and Co, 
New Broad st 

Tysoe, John, Welford, Gloucester, Farmer. Sept8. Hobbes and Co, 
Stratford-upon-Avon 

Warren, Samuel, Drummond rd, Bermondsey. Sept 1. Slee and Co, 
Parish st, Southwark 

Whittingham, Rev Samuel, Childrey, Berks. 
Co, New Broad st 

Johnson, John, Litchurch, Derby, Gent. Sept 10. Sale, Derby 

Kerley, Georgiana Crowther, Bournemouth, Southampton. Oct 1. 
Dickinson, Poole 


Nov 9. Gray v H. M.’s 


Aug 31. Davy 


Nov 1. Clarke and Howlett, 


Sept 1. Greenhalgh, 


Aug 31. Lewis 


Aug 31. 


Sept 21. Watts, Yeovil 
Boot Manufacturer. Aug 31. Worsley, 





Aug 30. Tanqueray and 


Faway, July 31, 1874. 

Bedingfeid, Francis Philip, Blenheim crescent, Notting hill, Esq. 
Sept 21. Norris and Sons, Bedford row 

Boulderson, Louisa Ann, Chester st, Belgrave square. 
Tanquery-Willaume and Co, New Broad st 

Butler, George, Tufton, Hants, Gent. Aug 31. 
church 

Chabot, James, Manchester, Merchant. Oct 1. 
Friars 

Cheeseman, Thomas Charles, Braintree, Essex, Silk Manufacturer. 
Sept 15. Veley and Cunnington, Braintree 

Constable, John, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. Nov 2. Ruberts and 
Leak, Hull i 

Herbeit, Martha, Worces‘er. Sept 14. Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hilton, George, Flemings, Runwell, Essex, Gent, Sept 12. Duffield 
an Braty, Chelmsford 

Houseman, Solomon, Barges, Surrey. Sept. Marshal, King st West, 
Hammersmith 

kom, Henry, Shrewsbury, Salop, Esq. Sept 9. Broughall, Shrews- 


Aag 31. 
Pain and Co, Whit- 
Upton and Co, Austin 


ury 

Lovenbury, Jobn, Bath, Somerset,,Gent. Sept30. Gibbs, Bath 

Marriott, Charlotte Rebecca Elizabeth, Princes square, St George’s-in- 
the-East. Sept 12. Roscoe and Co, King st, Finsbury square 

Marriott, George, Ship st, Wapping, Gent. Sept 12. Roscoe and Co, 
King st, Finsbury square 

Metcalfe, William, Tontine, Ingleby Arncliffe, York, Farmer. Sept 1. 
Waistell, Northallerton 

Morris, Mowbray, Stroud, Gloucester, Esq. Sept !. Robinson and 
Co, Charterhouse square 

Murreli, Robert Newman, Downham Market, Norjolk, Clerk. Sept 1. 
Reed, Downham Market 

Palmer, George, Rugeley, Stafford, Gent. Sept 29. Flint, Uttoxeter 

= John, Gateshead, Durham, Brewer. Aug 3}. Robsons Gayes- 


ea 

‘Smith, William Russell, Western Lubedge, Gloucester, Farmer. Sept 
29, Kendall and Son, Bourton-on-the- Water 

Wa ker, David Ferney, Blomfield rd, Maida hill. Sept 16, Simson 
and Co, Great George st, Westminster 

‘Warner, Anna Maria, Enderby, Leicester. Sept 23. Berridge and 
Morris, Leicester 


Watson, William, West Ella Grange, York, Farmer. Sept 29, 
foot 'and Co, Hull 

Weston, John, St Mary Axe, Ita!ian Warehouseman. Aug 4, 
Rivington and Son, Fenchurch buildings 

Wilkinson, Mary, Maryport, Cumberland. Oct 1. Collin, Marypon 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, July, 31, 1874. 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 
ry’ Sy aie, Old Kent rd, Gent. Pet July 23. Hazlitt. Aug 
at 12, 


Barros, Gonzalez Caldas de, Great Winchester st Buildings, 
Merchant. Pet July 27. Hazlitt. Aug 1$atll 

Rolleston, William Vilett, out of Eagland, no occupation. Pet Jyy 
29. Pepys. Aug 18 at 12 

Sherwood, William, Grafton st, Piccadilly, Hotel keeper. Pet Taly 
Hazlitt. Aug 14 at 12 

Valnay, Ernest, and Alexis Pitron, Oxford st, Theatrical Pcopritton, 
Pet July 29. Hazlitt. Aug 13 at 11 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Abbott, Giles, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Carter. Pet July 21. Da 
Great Grimsby, Aug 14 at 11 

Daniell, William, Yate, Gloucester, Coal Dealer. Pet July 27. Hartly, 
Bristol, Aug 24 at 12 

Dzialoszynski, Lewis, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Jeweller. 
Mortimer. Newcastle, Aug 13 at Il 

Osmond, George Mattingly, Swindon, Wilts, Chemist. Pet Jaly ¥, 
Townshend. Swindon, Aug 12 at 2 

Simmons, Edward, Watford, Hertford,.Cattle Dealer. Pet July 
Edwards. St Albans, Aug 15 at 10.30 

Waldram, William Newton, and Edward Waldram, Leicester, 
Merchants, Pet July 28. Macaulay. Leicester, Aug 13 at 12 


Tugspay, Aug. 3, 1874. 
Under the BankruptcyAct, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs debt to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Cray, Andrew, Sun st, Bishopsgate, Confectioner. 
list. Aug 14atl 
Sheridan, Henry Prinsley, jun, George st, Westminster, Contracty, 
Pet July 31. Haziitt. Aug 14 at 11.30 
Thorneloe, George,Clement’s passage, Clement’s lane, Strand, Engines, 
Pet July 29. Hazlitt. Aug 13 at 12 
Walls, John Patmore, Walbrook, Attorney. Pet Ang 1. Haziltt 
Aug 18 at 12.30 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Farpay, July 31, 1874. 
Fysh, James Henry, jun, Feltham, Middlesex, Gent. July 27 
Frost, Clement, Liverpool, Builder. July 2 
Tuespay, Aug. 3, 1874 
Simpson, George Robert, Colchester, Essex, Baker. July 30 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Farpay, July 31, 1874. 
Allen, John, Herve Hill, Surrey, out of business. Aug 11 at 2# 
offices of Smith, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry 
Badder, Henry, Birmingham. Aug 10 at at 10 at offices of Eada, 
Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Baker, Wintour Evans, jan, Bristol, Milkman. Ang 8 at 11 at offi 
of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 
Barton, Vincent James, Martin’s lane, Iron Merchant. 
at offices of Harper and Co, Rood lane 
Beck, James, Penhoel, Carmarthen, Farmer. 
Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 
Beckett, James Stephens, Worksop, Nottingham, Ironfounder. Arg 
10 at _ at the Corn Exchange, Worksop. Broomhead and 0, 
Sheffiel 
Bennett, Frederick, and Thomas Harold Bennett, St George’s ti, 
Southwark, Mantle Manufacturers. Aug 11 at 3 at offices of Gree, 
ueen st 
aman, Charles, Bishops Offiey, Stafford, Farmer. Aug 13 at 3@ 
the Swan Hotel, Stafford. Morgan, stafford 
Booth, William Harrison, Monkwearmouth, Picture Frame Dealer, 
Aug )3 at 1 at offices of Hope, Norfolk st, Sunderland 
Briskham, Annie, York, Clifton, Lodging House Keeper. Aug 19@ 
11 at offices of Dale, Museum st, York 
Burge, Alfred, Bradford, Wilts, Draper. Aug 8 at3 at 24, Unions, 
Bath. Shrapnell, Bradford 
Campion, Alfred John, Liverpool rd, Artificial Florist. Aug 20 at3 
at offices of Peckham and Co, Knight Rider st, Doctors’ commons 
Clark, George, Lowman rd, Hornsey rd, Stone Mason. Aug 7 at Il 
at the King’s Arms, Barnsbury rd, Islington. Rigby, Half Mom 
crescent, Islington 
Clark, John, Devizes, Wilts,Innkeeper. Aug 8 at'l at offices of Pe 
cock and Son, Union st, Bath. Shrapnel), Bradford 
Clarke, John Charles Hargreaves, Manchester, Commission Agent. 
Aug 19 at 3 at offices of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 
Colmer, Henry Webber, Taunton, Somerset, Maltater. Aug 14 at il 
at offices of Trenchard and Blake, Registry place, Taunton 
Cook, Edward, Northam, Devon, Innkeeper. Aug 19 at 12 at offices 
of Hole and Peard, Bideford 
Cooper, Henry Dudley, Walham 
at offices of Bartlett and Forbes, 


Pet July %, 


Pet July 29, Hy. 


Ang 10 at? 
Aug 13 at 2 at offices of 


grove, Fulham, Clerk. Aug 8 at 3 
dford st, Covent gardea 
Cornelian, Gennn, Beckenham, Kent, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 17 at 


3 at offices of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity square, Southwark 
Cottrell, John Hann, Chatham, Kent, Bootmaker. Aug 12 at 12 at 
offices of Hayward, High st, Rochester 
Craven, Francis, and Jonas Waterhousd, Thornton, York, ot 
facturers. Aug 12 at 11 atoffices of Wood Killick, 
Bank buildings, Bradford 
iel, Fo Stone, Stafford, Milliner, ‘Aug 13 at 4.30 at offices of 





Devt heas, Windel, tien t, Draper. Aug l4at 1 at offioes of 
av Anne, erse r. ug al 
Barnard and Con Albion chambers, @mall Bristol 





ce 


oo. © © S.8e8ur ak vase ee ae 
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sept 29, Charles Arnold, Devizes, Wilts, Tobacconist. Aug 12 at 11 
at of Day. 8t John st, Devizes 
an. Ang 3, HF pavies, Elias, Aberystwith, Draper. Aug 8 at 3 at the Townhall, 
Aberystwith. Ravenhill 
lin, Marypon, Drew, William. Appian rd, Bow, Bookseller. Aug 11 at 3 at offices of 
, South square, Gray’s inn 
George. Northampton, Coal Merchant. Aug 12 at 3 at offices 
ofJeffery, Market square, Northampton 
Piwards. George John, Bridport, Dorset, Merchant. Aug 8 at 12 at 
Registrar, qfices of Loggin, Bridport 
givards, William, and George Edwards, Victoria place, Queensland rd, 
Aug 13 at 2 atthe Guildhall Tavern, Gresham 


























zlitt. way, Builders. 
: Ag pimasan, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 
lildings, fiji, Emma Russell, Bristol. Aug 14 at 2.30 at offices of Barnard and 
0, Albion chambers, Small st, Bristol. Fusseli and Co, Bristol 
ion. Pet Jj n, William, Brighton, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Aug15 at 
ME ”) at offices of Mills, New rd, Brighton 
Pet Taly fearn, Geo: ge, Halifax, York, Marble Worker. Aug 12 at 3 at office of 
Walshaw, Crown st chambers, Halifax 
1 Pcopriston, , Joseph, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. Aug 10 at 10.15 at 
offices ot East, Colmore row, Birmingham 
, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Joiner. Aug 17 at 11 at office 
21. Da of Keenlyside and Forster, Grainger st West, Newcastle -upon-Tyne 





ford, John, Birmingham, Edge Tool Maker. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of 
27 , Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
y <7. Hat Foster, Esther, Manchester. Aug 14 at 3 at offices of Addleshaw and 
Pet Jul Warburton, King st, Manchester 

ay %, forse, Charles, Leeds, Confectioner. Aug 12 at 2 at offices of Walker, 
Pet Jaly 9, 









Fast parade, Leeds 
Gamer, John, Huddersfield, York, Parish Clerk, Aug 18 at 2.30 at 
offices of Sykes, New st, Huddersfield 










Pet July % Goodear, John, Manchester, Timber Merchant. Aug 19 at 3 at offices of 
eicester Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
13 at 12 A Graham, Donald, Birmingham, Draper. Auz 19 at 12 at offices of 
tS ates Rowlands, Ann st, Birmingham 
Gry, John, Mile End rd, Tobacconist. Aug 15 at 11 at office of Stead, 
ry Jane 
trar, Greene, William Spence, Gateshead, Durham, Tanner. Aug 13 at 11 





at office of Philipson, Pilgrim st. Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
ly 29, Hy. Grenwood, Thomas, and James Glover, Calverley Bridge, York, Coak 
Dealers. Aug 10 at 3 at Wharton’s Hotel, Park lane, Leeds. Faw - 
> Contracty, cett and Malcolm 
Griffiths, Robert, Groeslon, Llandwrog, Carnarvon, Coal Dealer, Aug 
d, Engineer, 
1, Hazlit, 







13 at }1 at offices of Jones and Roberts, Church st, Carnarvon 
Hurison, James, Hillhouse, near Huddersfield, York, Painter. Aug 13 
atl) at offices of Sykes, New st, Huddersfield 
Hawkes, Charles, Yeovil, Somerset, Coal Merchant. 
Mermaid Hotel, Yeovil. Marsh, Yeovil 
Hilditch, Job, and Charies Hilditch, Nantwich, Cheshire, Boot Manufac- 
turers. Aug 14 at 2 at the Lamb Hotel, Nantwich. Lisle, Nant- 


wich 

Holt, Benjamin, Little Bolton, Lancashire, Rag Dealer. Aug 17 at 3 
at offices of Dawson, Exchange st East, Bolton 

Howe, Robert, Creech St Michael, Somerset, General Dealer. Aug 14 
at 3 at offices of Pinchard and Son, Paul st, Taunton 

Hoot, John, Rathbone place, Oxford st, Costume Manufacturer. 
11 at 2 at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Angell 

Burcomb, Samuel, Littiedean, Gloucester, Grocer. Aug 19 at 2 at the 
New Inn Hotel, Northgate st, Gloucester, Smith 

Ireland, John Shaw, Southampton, Draper. Ang il atl at the Guild- 
hall Coffee house, King st, Cheapside. Killby, Southampton 

Jopes, David, Swansea, Grocer. Aug 13 at 4 at Glascodine, Fisher st, 






Aug 15 at 2 at the 










Aug 







1 at 9a 
of Ende, 
1 at office 
ng 10 at? 
t offices of 


der. 
dad Oh 


orge’s 
of Ga 


3 at 3a 








Swansea 
ladley, Joseph, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Aug 11 at 3 at offices of 
Mirfin, Park row, Leeds. Carr, Leeds 
y, Samuel, Wednesbury, Commission Agent, Aug 13 at 12 at 
offices of Sheldon, Lower High st, Wednesbury 
Lewin, William, and Charles Edwin Lewin, Gedney, Lincoln, Grocers. 
Aug 13 at 12 at offices of Gaches, Cathepral yateway, Peterborough 
t, James, jun, Bradley, Stafford, Manager. Aug 18 at 3 at offices of 
an and Co, Bridge, Walsall 
light, Zachariah, Kidderminster, Warcester, Grocer. Aug 13 at 3 at 
of Morton, Worcester st, Kidderminster 
Uewellyn, Thomas, Fleur-de-lis, Bedwellty, Monmouth, out of business 
Ang 20 at 11 atthe Carpenters’ Arm: Hotel, Blackwood. Dixon 
MecOonbrey, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Aug 13 at 11 at 
offices of Hannah, Clayton st, Newoastie-upon-Tyne. Hodge and 


























© Dealer, Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Lug 19 at ity, Anthony Constantine, Bristol, Hat Manufacturer. Aug 13 
at 2 at offices of Beckingham, Albion chambers, Broad st Bristol 
Union st, James, Heap Bridge, near Buty, Lancashire, Woollen Waste 
and Flock Dealer. Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Grundy and Co, Union 
20 at 3 st, Bury 
nmoes Milner, Alfred, Wakefield, York, Worsted Spinner. Aug 1@ at ll at 
+ Tat ll offices of Harrison and Smith, Chancery lane, Wakefield 
Moon , John, Penygroes, Carnarvon, Clogger. Aug 12 at 11 at office 
of ong 3 and oe peg ts st, Carnarvon 
; » Percy, Compton st, Brunswick square, out of business, Aug 
= of Pe 20 at 1 at offices of Dixon and Co, Bedford row 
1 Agent. els, William, Great College st, Camden Town, Butcher. Aug 15 
4t10.15 at the Victoria Tavern, Morpeth rd, Victoria Park. Seale, 
Pearson, George, Boak end, York, Innkeeper. Aug 17 at 11 at offices 
t offloss of Williamson, Newborough Stig nt 
» Semue! Davis, Rugby, Warwick, Dealer in Fancy goods. Aug 
Gat 3 1) at 12.30 at officesof Fuller, Church st, Rugby 
. Mary, Southampton. Aug 10 at 3 at offices of Coxwell and 
1g 17 at Gloucester square 
hwark ay, Edward, Islington, Licensed Victualler. Aug 18 at 2 at 
t 12 at of Layton, Budge row, Capnon st 





non 
m, Higginson, Liverpool, Merchant. Aug 18 at 2 at offices of 

Harmood and Co, North John st, Liverpool. Lockett, Liverpool 
Salmon, William Jon, Fenchurch st, Optician. Aug 21 at 2 at offices 
of King, Birchin lane 
lore, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cabinet Maker. Aug 10 at 3 at 

of Chambers, Scale lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 
r 


le 
Marley Matthew G +B 
Tat Mullen’s Hotel, 







onger lane. King, Upper st 
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omley, Middlesex, Dairyman. Aug 7 at : Johnson, Thomas, 


Shepherd, Samuel Unwin, Spalding, Lincoln, Auctioneer. Aug 12 at 1 
at the Red Lion Ion, Spalding. Percival, Spalding 

Sibly, Silas, Constantine, Cornwall, Master Mason. 
offices ofGenn and Nalder, Church st, Falmouth 

Skilton, Stephen, Holmwood, Surrey, Dealer. Aug 22 at 11 at offices of 
Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd, Islington 

Smith, Jeffery, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Edge Tool Maker. Aug 10 at 2 
at offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Smith, John, Chester, Baker. Avg 12 at 3 at offices of Cartwright, 
Chester 

Smith, John Druce, Great Staughton, Huntingdon. 
offices of Day and Wade-Gery, St Neots 

Tear, James, Sheffield, Draper. Aug 14 at 11 at offices of Binney and 
Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Webb, Jane, Rugby, Warwick, Hosier. Aug 19 at 11 at the Townhall, 
High st, Rugby. Harris 

Williams, Robert, Club Moor, near Liverpool, Builder. Aug 14 at 3 at 
offices of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool 

Witton, Edward, and William Heald, Leeds, Slaters. Aug 13 at3 at 
offices of Dean and Co, Albion st, Leeds. Dalton, Leeds 

Yglesias, Jose Antonio, and Carlos Michael Yglesias, Jeffrey’s square, 
Sc Mary axe. Aug 27 at 2 at offices of Turquand and Co, Tokenhouse 
yard, Lothbury. Nicholson and Co, Lime st 


TvugEspay, Aug 21, 1874. 

Adams, Jobn, Ashford, Kent, Confectioner. Aug 19 at 2 at offices of 
Hallett and Co, North st, Ashford 

Adamsor, James, Ardwick, Lancashire, Watchmaker. 
at offices of Gardner and Horner, Cross st, Manchester 

Arminson, Richard, Farlington, Lancashire, York, Farmer. 
3 at officesof Dale, Museum st, York 

Barron, Simeon, Farsley, York, Cloth Manufacturer, 
at offices of North and Sons, East parade, Leeds 

Bartlett, James Griffin, Landport, Southampton, Grocer. 
at 9ffices of Feltham, Union st, Portsea 

Bennett, Joseph, Heckmondwike, York, out of business. Aug 17 at 3 
at the Refreshment rooms, Mirfield Station. Ibberson, Heckmond- 
wike 


Aug 15 at 3 at 


Aug 14 at 12 at 


Aug 17 at 3 
Aug 22 at 
Aug 18 at 3 

Aug 15 at 2 


Bernin, Christian, Huddersfield, York, Pork Buteher. Aug 12 at 3 at 


offices of Clough and Son, Market st, Huddersfield 

Billett, Daniei, Marshfield, Gloucester, Omnibus Driver. Aug 15 at 11 
at offices of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Billinge, Joseph, Manchester, out of{busi Aug 26 at 3 at the Falstaff 
Hotel, Market place, Manchester. Law. Manchester 

Biltiogton, Thomas Blake, Acton, Middlesex, Market Gardener. Aug 19 
at | at offices of Brown, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Bilis, John, and James Bills, Ellingshall, Stafford, Bolt and Nut Manu- 
facturers. Aug 19 at 3 at offices of Umbers, St George’s chambers, 
Snow hill, Wolverhampton 

Bingham, James, Sturton-en-le-Steeple, Nottingham, Farmer. Aug 28 
at 12 at offices of Marshall and Co, East Retford 

Bonfanti, Harry, Dean st, Soho, Circus Proprietor’s Agent. Aug 17 at 3 
at offices ofjBerry and Co, Farringdon st. Tonge, Great Portland st 

Braine, Jane, Pentonville rd, Milliner, Aug 17 at 2 at offices of White, 
Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

Callanan, Edward, Manchester, Beerseller. Aug 18 at 3 at offices of 
Bent, Piccadilly, Manchester 

Challen, William, Parkgate, Cheshire, Grocer. Aug 20 at 11 at offices 
of Quelch, Dale st, Liverpool 

Clark, John, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Retailer of Beer. Aug 17 at Li at 
offices of Cooper, Congleton 

Cole, Robert William, Cambridge, Silversmith, Aug 14 at 1 at the 
Andertor’s Hotel, Fleet st. Barlow and Co 

Cook, Francis, Long lane, West Smithfield, Jeweller. Ang 19 at 2 at 
25, Old Jewry. Habbard. Long lane, West Smithfield 

Copperwaite, Thomas, Bedford, Beerhouse Keeper. Ang 18 at Il at 
offices of Tebbs, St Peter’s green, Bedford 

Croft, Samuel, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Painter. Aug 14 at 11 
at the Ship Inn, Barrow-in-Furness, Bradshaw and Pearson ,Barrow- 
in-Furness 

Dengel, Andrew, St Mark’s rd, Notting Hill, Baker. Aug 14 at 3 at 
29, Mark lane. Young and Sons 

Dunthorne, John Hal', Stockton, Durham, Tailor. Aug 18 at 12 at 
offices ef Best, Exchange, Stockton 

Edwards, George John, Bridport, Dorset, Merchant. Aug 19 at 12 at 
offices of Loggin, Barrack st, Bridport 

Fawbert, Charlies Thomas, Castleford, York, Printer. Aug 13at3 at 
offices of Stocks and Nettleton, Welbeck st, Castleford 

Field, Charles Henry, Aston, Birmingham, Milliner. Aug 12 at 12 at 
offices of Baker, Cannon st, Birmingham 

Fruhling, George Charles, and Anton Mortimore Conrath, Brabant 
court, Philpot lane, Commission Merchants. Aug 26 at 2 at the 
Cannon st Hotel, Canfon st. Parker and Co 

Gage, George, Luton, Bedford, Chemist. Aug 19 at the Guildhall 

e house, Gresham st, in lieu of the place originally named 

George, George, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Licensed , Victualler. Aug 17 
at 3 at offices of Blackhurst, Dale st, Liverpool 

Grant, John Mactaggart, and Walter Brodie, East India avenue, 
Leadenhall st, Commission Merchants. Aug 25 at2 at the Cannon 

st Hotel, Cannon st. Parker and Co, St Michael’s alley, Cornhill 

Greén, Thomas, Gorton, Lancashire, Builder. Aug 19 at 3 at officesof 
Fox, Princess st, Manchester 

Hall, Thomas, and Samuel Meire Hall, Shrewsbury, Salop, Mercers. 
Aug 13 at 11 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Edwards, jun 

Haswell, Archibald, Sheffield, Travelling Draper. Aug 17 at 12 at office 
of a “4 saree - . ‘ 

Houghton, Charles Jonathan, Bow lane, Commission Agent. Aug I5at 
4 at office of Swaine, Cheapside . 

Howeroft, James, and Josiah Howcroft, Darcy Lever, Lancashire, 
Colliery Proprietors. Aug 19 at 11 at offices of Dowling, Wood st, 


Aug 17 at Il at 





Illingworth, Samuel, Norristhorpe, York, Grocer. 
offices of ‘Sykes, Oak st, Heckmondwike ‘ 


Iogram, William, Darlington, Durham, Draper. Aug 19 at 11 at offices 
of Clayhills, Coniscliffe rd, Darlii 

Ivens, Richard, Manchester, Skirt ufacturer. Aug 25 at 3 at offices 
of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 


\ 1 heath, Worcester, Draper. Aug 14 at 3 at 
offices of Parry, rennett’s hill, Birmingham 








find 








Aug 15 at 11 at offices of Green, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Joy, Frederick, York, Piancforte Tuner. Aug 17 at ll at offices of 
Calver, Lendal, York 

Kempner, Isaac, and Marks Goldman, South Shields, Durham, 
Jewellers. Aug 8 at offices of Fitter, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham, 
in lieu of the place originally named 

Lake, Arthur Bental, Chigwell, Essex, Corn Dealer. 
offices of Kilsby, Cheapside 

Leach, Joseph, Over Darwen, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. 
18 at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Lewis, David, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Outfitter. Aug 14 at 1 at 


Aug 20 at1l at 
Aug 


| street, Glasgow. 





offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Lewis, George, Kirkdale, near Liverpool, Builder. Aug 90 at 2 at offices | 
of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Heald, Wigan 

Lyon, John, Ashton-in-Mackerfield, Lancashire, Labourer. Aug 17 at 
3 at officesof Leigh and E\lis, Arcade, King st, Wigan | 

Mander, Thomas Ridge, Harlington, Middlesex. Aug 18 at 1 at offices 
of Godfrey, South square, Gray’s inn 

Marshall, Robert John, South Shields, Darham, Engineer. Aug 21 at | 
3 at cflices of Lietch and Dodd, Howard st, North Shields 

Marshall, Thomas, Scarborough, York, Fishermar. Aug 26 at 1! at 
offices of Moody and Co, St Thomas st, Scarborough 

Mather, James, Tranmere, Cheshire, Saddler. Aug 20 at | at offices of 
Quelch, Dale st, Liverpool | 

McDowall, George, Sheffield, Draper. Aug 18 at 11 at offices of Binney | 
and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield | 

Millington, John, Cireucester, Gloucester, Coach Buiider. Aug 14 at 
1l at the Ram Hotel, Cirencester. Mullings and Co, Cirencester 

Morgan, Evan, Brynmawr, Brecon, Innkeeper. Aug 27 at ll at the | 
King’s Head Hotel, Newport, Shepard, Tredegar | 

Moss, Charles, sen, Fenton, Stafford, Beerhouss Keeper. Aug 14 at 11 | 
at offices of Welch, Caroline st, Longton. Calder, Longton 

Newton, John Loesby, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Miller. Aug 19 at2 
at the Swan Hotel, Leighton Buazard. Harvey, Leicester 

Perris, Witliam Slater, Everton, near Liverpool, Librarian. Aug 15 at 
11 at offices of Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Priest, 
Liverpool 

Robinson, Thomas Mason, Leeds, Woollen Merchant. 
offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds ' 

Rogers, John, Ashton-in-Mackerfield, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. | 
Ang 29 at 10 at offices of Lees, King st, Wigan 

Schlyer, Benjamin, Middlesex st, Aldgate, Bootmaker. Aug 17 at 2 at 
offices of Irving, Serjeants’ inn, Chancery lane 

Shaw, Gideon, Castleford, York, Boot Dealer. 
Ange! Inn, Wood st. Wakefield 

Shenton, David,and John Satterthwaite, Birmingham, out of business, 
Ang 19at 1! at offices of Duke, Christ Church passage, Birmingham 

Smali, Hubert Elias, Lydd, Kent, Saddler. Aug 18 at 12 at the 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Ashford Jones, Hastings 

Smith, Mary Anne, Brighton, Sussex, Private Boarding house Keeper. 
Aug 19 at 5 at offices of Black and Co, Ship st, Brighton 

Tench, William, Kidderminster, Worcester, Brass Founder. 
3 at offices of Corbet, Church st, Kidderminster 

Thompson, Richard, New North rd, Islington, Oilman, Aug 18 at 4at 
offices of Slater and Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. | 
Dowling, Basinghal! st 

Watson, William, Carr’s rill, Durham, out of employment. Aug 17 at 
12 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Wilding, Thomas, Everton, Liverpool, Ironmonger. Aug 19 at 3 at 
offices of Nordon, Cook st, Liverpool 

Yates, Hannah, North Cray, Kert, Carrier. Aug 18 at 2 at Tiger’s 
Head Inn, Foot’s Cray. Woodard, Ingram court, Fenchurch st j 


Aug 14 at 12 at 


Aug 14 at 12 at the 


Aug 11 at 








EDE AND SON, 
ROBE > MAKERS. 


By Srpcial Appointment To Her Masesty, THE LorD CaAANCELLOR, 
The Whole of the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 
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SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSELS’ DITTO. | 
CORPORATION ROBES. } 

| 

| 

| 

| 
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UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, &c. 
EsTaBLisneD 1689. 


94, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON. 


UNERAL REFORM.— The exorbitant items 


of the Undertaker’s bill have long operated as an oppressive tax ' 
upon all classes of the community. With a view of applying aremedy 
to this serious evil the LONDON NECROPOLIS COMPANY, when 
opening their extensive cemetery at Woking, held themselves prepared 
to undertake the whole duties relating to interments at fixed and 
moderate scales of charge, from which survivors may choose according 
to their means and the requirements of the case. The Company also 
pose the conduct of Funerals to other cemeteries, and to all parts 
the United Kingdom. A pamphlet containing full particclars may 
be obtained, or will be forwarded, upon application to the Chief Office, 3 
Lancaster-place, Strand, W.C. 


ARR’S, 265, STRAND.— 

Dinners (from the joiat) vegetables, &c., 1s. 64., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s. and 2s.6d. “If desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable sccomp miment of light wine, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and thatis in the Strand, close to Danes 
Inn. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
exeelient Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied 
= half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June, 18, 1864, 


The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
London. Dinners<from the joint), vegetables, &c., ls. 6d, 
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Jones, Francis Samuel, Stourbridge, Worcester, Glue Manufacturer. ) 


LASGOW and the HIGHLANDS.—Royal Ronj” 
via Crinan and Caledonian Canals, by Royal Mail Steamer fons 
from Glasgow at 7 a.m., and from Greenock at 9 a.m.,c mveving pa 
sengers daily for the North and West Highlands.—See time vill eae 
map and tourist fares, free at Caarro & Winpvs, Publishers, 74, Picgy. 
dilly ; or by post oa application to Davin Hurcusson & Co., 119, Hop, 
dia cues 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, / 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inag, 
tion should be received not later than four days previous to the emf 
of the preceding month. 








ee 
GIPSY-HILL, NORWOOD, about five minutes’ walk from Gipsy-hy) 
Station ,jand 10 minutes’from Sydenham-hill and Crystal Palace Statins, 


A desirable detrched Freehold Villa Residence, with well-stacky 


garden and space for stabling. With possession. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at thea MART, on TUESDAY, AUGUST 18, a 
TWO, the excellent detached FREEHOLD RESIDENCE, known ay 
Oak-lodge, Gipsy-hill, Lower Norwood, overlooking a privita park, 
and containing six large bed rooms, bash room, hall, elegant dra 
and dining rooms, large conservatory, and comolete domestic officss, 
There is a capital garden, well stocked with fruit trees, having a bak 
entrance, and ample space for stabling, 
Particulars of 
TRAVERS BURGES, Esq,, Solicitor, 1, South-square, Gray’s-ing; 
and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside, 





The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notis 





The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate mm, 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printe 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHAKE CER 


| TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 


SEALS designed and executed. 
panies Fee Stamps. 


No charge for sketches, 
Railway Kegistration Forms. 


Com 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 
(Late ASH & FLINT), 


| Btationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Flet- 


street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





YATES & ALEXANDER, 


PRINTERS, LITHOGRAPHERS, STATIONERS, 
ETC. 
SYMONDS INN, 22, CHANCERY-LANE, 
LONDON. 


Every description of Printing. 


Chancery Bills and Answers Catalogues 
Is Prospectuses 
Magazines 
Newspapers 
Circulars 


Posters 
Handbills, &c., &. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Important Experi-- 
mental Lecture, FIRE AND SMOKE, by Professor Gers 
Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday, at 3 and 7.30. COMETS by Mr,J. 
L. King, Moaday, Wednesday, and Friday, at 3 and 7.45. RON 
DOWN THE THAMES, with Sir Sterndale Bennett’s music of the. 
MAY QUEEN, Mr. J. L. King, Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday, at 


Appea! 
Parliamentary Minutes 
Book 


8 
Pamphlets 
Reports 
Rules 





| 2 and 8.30, THE BABES IN THE WOOD, (with a beautiful spirit, 


Scene), by Mr. Seymour Smith, daily at 4.15 and 9.15. Nors: 
Monday evening, August 10, a new musical eccentricity, written by 
Dr. Croft, entitled Zitella, an Old Friend ina new Dress; or, the Sis 
ters, the Supper, and the Shoe. Stalls may now be taken, Open 2 
and 7, Admission 1s. 


ADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION, 
BAKER-STREET.— Now added, portrait Models of 
Duchess of EDINBURGH, THE CZAR OF RUSSIA, Sir GARNET 
WOLSELEY, the three Judges in the Tichborne Trial—Cock' 
Mellor, and Lush; THE SHAH OF PERSIA, and MARS 
McMAHON, Admission, is. Children under ton, 6d, Extra £00 m8, 
6d, Open from 10 a.m, till 10 p.m. 


—— 








